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Current Topics. 
The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 
WE PRINT elsewhere the first list of donations to this fund. 
The total amount, we are glad to note, exceeds £1,300, 


Barristers With the Forces. 

A Fresu list of barristers serving in His Majesty's Forces has 
been issued containing some eighty names, and bringing up the 
total number to 932, but we regret to notice that it contains 
the names of two members of the Bar who have been killed in 
action—Capt, IE. Bayi Amputert, of the 2nd Royal Fusiliers, 
and Lieut. Li. L. G. Enowarps, of the 3rd Royal Welsh Fusiliers. 


A Law Clerk’s V.C. 

THE QUESTION was raised when the Law Society and the Pro- 
vincial Societies were compiling lists of their members and of 
articled clerks serving with His Majesty’s Forces, whether a 
similar record could not be kept of law clerks generally. We 
presume that there were practical reasons against this course 
being adopted; but it has not prevented law clerks from distin- 
guishing themselves, and we notice with pleasure that a Victoria 
Cross has been conferred on Lance-Corporal KEYWORTH, who 
clerk in the office of Messrs. Bt RTON, 
It is stated, indeed, that he was 
and we are not prepared 
to say how much law permeates from the legal to the insurance 
side of a solicitor’s office. But we need not trouble about a 
distinction of that kind. It is sufficient that the Lincoln office, 
and through it the law clerks, have a V.C. to their credit. 


last August was a 
Scorers & Wuirs, of Lincoln. 


in the insurance department of that firm, 


Mr. Justice Younger’s List. 

Wuen Mr. Justices Youncer was appointed to be one of the 
on the Aliens Commission we pointed out that it was 
urrangements should be made for proceeding with 
me of his cases were heard 
was at the expense 


judges 
essential that « 
his list. For a time this was done, and so 
bv Mr. Justice SarGant, but this, of course, 
of that judge’s list. and though we see that recourse is again to 
be had to this expedient, it is by no means efficient We also 
pointed out that, by distributing the work among the remain- 
* judges it was ‘? issible for the whole of the business to be dealt 
with satisfactorily. But this is a very different matter from putting 
the same judge to take two lists, and thus making both fall into 


arrear. No doubt we shall be told that these two judges have 


ims 











chambers in common, and that to transfer any of their business 
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to other judges would lead to administrative difficulties. But 
assuming a desire to transact the business of the Chancery 
Division, there seems to be nothing in this. As a matter of 
fact the failure to provide for the regular and prompt disposal 
of Mr. Justice Youncer’s list is part of the bad tradition which 
so often affects the carrying on of judicial business. The 
authorities who have charge of these things do not realise that 
cases mean something to the parties, and mean something even 
to the counsel and solicitors who are engaged in them. If it 
were a case of circuit work a Commissioner would be appointed. 
There would be no difficulty in applying such a procedure in the 
Chancery Division—except that there is no precedent for it. 
We wonder what would happen if a bank closed its doors because 
the manager was called away to assist the Chancellor of the 
Ex hequer. 


New Poor Persons Rules and Divorce Practice. 


Wr print eleewhere some draft Rules of the Supreme Court 
relating to Poor Persons. Words are to be added to Ord. 19, 
r. 9, which will enable the Court to dispense with the printing of 
pleadings in proceedings under the Poor Persons Rules, and 
“Ord. 31, r. 3la,” is to be read with additional words which 
prescribe to whom applications for leave to appeal from an 
inferior court are to be made when the appeal lies direct to the 
Court of Appeal. The reference is clearly a mistake. The Poor 
Persons Rules are in Ord 16, and r. 3la has nothing to do 
with appeals. Apparently the new words should be added to 
Ord. 16, r.31p. We understand that the bulk of the proceed- 
ings by poor persons are in divorce, and this is a striking testi- 
mony to the need of decentralizing the jurisdiction of the 
Divorce Court. Our information is not sufficient to enable us to 
speak with certainty, but we rather gather that the 
atmosphere of the Divorce Division is not altogether suitable 
for proceedings which are required to be carried on cheaply. 
We think it quite possible that the conduct of a solicitor’s clerk, 
on which the President animadverted strongly last week in 
Perry v. Perry (Times, 29th June), was due to the necessity of 
obtaining the necessary evidence withont undue expense to the 
parties, and in fact the case resulted in a decree nisi being 
pronounced. We have also noticed a tendency to resent the intru- 
sion into the Divorce Court in Poor Persen cases of counsel who 
do not usually practise there. Here, again, we do not profess to 
have the experience necessary for us to express at present any 
strong opinion; but, speaking generally, it is a mistake for the 
Bar of a particular court to be too confined ; and since reform in 
divorce procedure is likely to result in an increase in the number 
of cases—in practice this has hitherto been a remedy for the 
well-to-do only—the advantage seems to lie in giving counsel who 
are willing to appear in such cases the chance of familiarizing 
themselves with the procedure. 


Munitions and a Question of Memory. 

AN INTERESTING question has arisen as to the cause of the 
shortage of munitions which has been alleged to exist, and which 
has been the occasion of the passing of the Ministry of Munitions 
Act, and of the transfer of Mr. Liorp Groraz from the Chan- 
cellorship of the Exchequer to the new Ministry. Lord 
Hatpane has stated that the necessity for a large increase in the 
supply of munitions was realized by a Committee of the Cabinet 
last October, and that arrangements were made with the great 
munition manufacturers which would have fully met the situation 
and given a large surplus, but the arrangements went wrong 
owing to difficulties between capital and labour. Mr. Lioyp 
Grorce has authorized the issue of a statement that Lord 
Hatpane’s version of what took place at the Committee is “in- 
complete, and in some material respects inaccurate.” We do not, 
of course, refer to the matter for the purpose of making any 
guess as to who is right. A priors, we might prefer to rely on 
Lord HaLpang on a point of accuracy, for accurate statement is 
fundamental with a great lawyer. But Mr. Luorp Grorar’s 
ability and good faith are not to be disputed, and probably the 
discrepancy is due to misunderstanding. But the Times lays 
hold of the incident to revive with extremely bad taste the 


attack on Lord Haupane which it ie understood drove him from 








office. It does not venture to dispute the value of his administra. 
tion of the War Office or his work as Lord Chancellor. “Much 
can be said and has been said for both.” Though the tribute 
sounds, and is probably meant to be, half-hearted. But it attacks 
Lord Hatpang for his knowledge of Germany, and for having 
failed in giving a public warning against the German danger. 
We pass over the reference to Lord Roperts. “ For such a man, 
in the public view—and it is a sound view—there was no place 
in a Cabinet formed to meet the German peril when it came.” 





Lord Haldane. 


For ovr own part we thought the incident was closed for the 
present, and we regret that the 7'imes should thus gratuitously 
re-open it. With the reasons for the formation of the Coalition 
Government we are not concerned, but the exclusion of Lord 
Hatpane from it was discreditable to the public life of the 
country, and, so far as it was due to newspaper clamour, it was 
discreditable to the papers that helped to bring it about. Even 
at this crisis it is necessary to retain a little sanity. The war, 
as events proceed, turns out to be a greater international 
calamity even than was realized on the first shock of its 
outbreak, and we must expect more warnings like that of Lord 
Loresurn in the House of Lords on Tuesday as to the common 
bankruptcy into which it is driving Europe. And no one takes 
lightly the terrible wastage of men, or desires this to continue a 
moment longer than is absolutely essential. Granted that the 
war must, for the moment, be prosecuted with all the national 
vigour, yet it is a pitiful necessity for both contending parties. 
Apart from Lord HAvpane’s great qualities as an administrator, 
the very fact of his intimate knowledge of Germany made him an 
asset that this country could not afford to dispense with. The 
wir is not going to last for ever. It has to be brought to an 
end, and on such terms and in such a spirit that no repetition 
of it shall be possible. But this will never be done by getting 
rid of the statesmen of the greatest ability and the largest 
outlook. 


Submarines and Merchant Shipping. 


Writtnc Last week just as we went to press, we referred to the 
sinking of The Armenian by a German submarine as though it 
were a crime comparable to the sinking of The Lusitania, and 
this seemed to follow from the first hasty description of the 
vessel as a liner. But in fact the cases are very different, since 
The Armenian was, it seems, carrying mules, and mules, as any 
observer can see, are extensively used for transport of war 
material, and are therefore absolute contraband according to both 
the British and German contraband lists. But it was, of course, 
a breach of the laws of maritime warfare to attack and sink a 
merchant vessel, although an enemy ship carrying contraband, 
without providing for the safety of the crew. An incident of a 
somewhat different nature is the attack on the S.s. Ang/o- 
Californian, which succeeded in escaping and reaching Queens- 
town, though with the loss of the captain and ten of the crew. 
Of course, under the ordinary rules of maritime warfare, 4 
merchant ship is bound to submit to visit and search, and if she 
resists or tries to escape, force can be used against her. But the 
practice of the German submarines has upset the ordinary 
usages of war, and since a merchantman cannot rely on the right 
of search and capture being properly exercised, her best chance 
may lie in an attempt to escape. In this case the attempt suc 
ceeded, though at terrible loss of life. A merchantman is quite 
justified in resisting attack. though, of course, she does so at her 
own risk: but The Anglo-Californian appears not to have been 
armed. Meanwhile the discussion between the United States and 
Germany as to the use of submarines against merchant shipping 
seems to make no progress. 


The War Loan (Trustees) Act and Consols. 

Mr. C. F. Bootu calls attention in a letter which we print 
elsewhere to a slip in the description of “Consols” which hes 
been made by the draftsman of the War Loan (Trustees) Act, 
1915. The borrowing powers of the Act are given to trusters 
who are holders of “consolidated 2} pet cent. annuities,” 22 per 
cent. annuities, or 24 per cent. annuities. or 34 rer cent. wat 
stock or war bonds issned under the Wer Lorn Art, 1914, As 
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Mr. BooTH points out, there is no Government stock known as 
“consolidated 24 per cent. annuities.” It has been customary to 
issue Government loans in the form of annuities, either perma- 
nent or terminable, and by the National Debt (Conversion) Act, 
1888, three different kinds of 3 per cent. annuities, including “ con 
solidated three pounds per cent. annuities,” were converted into 
the present “consols.” But while it was provided (section 2 (1)) shat 
the new stock should consist of “a capital stock of perpetual 
annuities,” the title of the stock was declared to be “two and a 
half per cent. consolidated stock.” The draftsman of the new 
Act forgot this, and invented a new title in imitation of the 
old “ consolidated three pound per cent. annuities.” Seeing that 
there is strictly no stock to answer the expression “ consolidated 
two and a half per cent. annuities,” and that this is obviously 
meant to describe “two and a half per cent. consolidated 
stock,” or shortly “Consols,” no trustee need, we think, trouble 
himself about the error, and he will be quite safe in borrowin 
onand converting any consols he may happen to possess. fi 
an authority is required, it will be found in the recent decision of 
WARRINGTON, J., in Re Windsor (57 Soticitors’ JOURNAL, 
555; 108 L. T. 947). The term “ consols,” it should be noticed, 
is, in strictness, confined to 24 per cent. consolidated stock ; it 
does not include 24 or 24 per cent. annuities. But in that case 
a testator, who had 24 per cent. annuities and no consols, made 
a bequest of his “consis,” and it was held that the bequest 
carried the 24 per cent. annuities. The present seems to be 
a clearer case for not insisting on the use of the term which is 
technically the only accurate one, and the draftsman’s slip should 
not be allowed to cause any trouble. Although he has not used 
the statutory designation for Consols, his words shew that this 
was the stock intended to be described, and since they are not 
capable of any other application, they sufficiently indicate 2} 
per cent. consolidated stock. 


Attachment of Debts, 


TWO RECENT cases help to make clearer the underlying 
_— which governs the attachment of debts. At common 
w acreditor who had obtained judgment could issue execu- 
tion by writ of feri facias against the chattels of his debtor, and 
had other remedies against his lands, benefices, or corporate 
offices ; but the debtor’s choses-in-action were immune: the 
hand of the sheriff's officer could not seize this incorporeal form 
of personal property. Equity would assist the creditor, by 
means of a receiver, to recover against the beneficial interest in 
any property held by « trustee for the debtor ; but here ended 
the power of the Court of Chancery. The Common Law Pro- 
cedure Acts of 1854 and 1860, however, invented the attachment 
of debts, or at least so extended the process as to amount in 
substance to a new remedy. Money due toa judgment debtor 
in the hands of his debtor, although the amount due might be 
disputed or in excess of the judgment debt, became attachable 
by the creditor in the hands of the debtor's debtor. “Garnishee 
process in both the High Court and the county court is intended 
to have the effect of process by way of execution of a judgment,” 
said FARWELL, L.J., in White v. Stennings (1911, 2 K. B. 418, at 
P. 428). ‘It may not be execution in the strict technical sense, 
ut the intention of ord. 45, r. 1, was to bring debts 
due to the judgment debtor into the same position as his chattels 
for that purpose.” It is obvious, however, that the indefinite 
character of debts makes it more difficult to subject them to the 
provess of execution than chattels ; they may be present or future, 
absolute or contingent, legal or equitable—distinctions which 
cannot exist in the case of a chattel. Moreover, there are certain 
debts—such as pensions of a public servant or the restrained 
property of a married woman—which reasons of public policy have 
preserved from attachment. But, subject to exceptions arising 
out of these considerations, debts due to the debtor can be 
garnished, just as his chattels can be seized ir. execution by the 
sheriff. What can be garnished, however, must be a debt, i.¢., a 
sum of money which the creditor can recover by process of the 
common law. Moneye not so recoverable are not debts, and 
therefore not attachable ; hence the first of our two recent cases 
(Wells y. Wells, 58 Soxicitors’ JouRNAL, 555; 1914, P. 157) 
decided that the fees of counsel—being only an honorarium— 


cannot be attached in the hands of the solicitor who has under- 
taken ‘he duty of paying them. 


Attachment ofa Panel Doctor’s Fees. 


BuT ONCE our alleged debt is really a legal debt, it is 
generally attachable by garnishee process. It is essential that 
the debt should satisfy three tests; it must be a debitum in 
praesenti ; it must be capable of calculation and ascertainment ; 
and it must be recoverable by common law process. Each of 
these tests, perhaps, requires a word of explanation. A debitum 
in praesenti does not mean a debt already payable; if it is due 
under some legal obligation and fixed in amount, although payable 
at some future date, it can be garnished; in other words, 
although the debitum must be in praesenti, it may be solvendum 
in futuro (Tapp v. Jones, 1875, L. R. 10 Q. B. 593). Again, it 
must be ascertainable by mere arithmetic ; unliquidated damages 
and statutory compensation for lands, not yet fixed in amount by 
the finding of a court (Richardson v. Elmit, 1875, 2 C. P. D. 9), 
are not capable of attachment. Lastly, the debt must be of a kind 
that the law recognizes as either a legal or an equitable debt ; the 
mere contingent or probable expectation of receiving moneys out 
of a fund in which the beneficiary has an interest is not enough ; 
for example, a sum of money to be paid out of future proceeds 
of property which vests in trustees upon certain trusts the 
moment it comes into their hands, is not attachable (ebb v 
Stanton, 1883, 11 Q. B. D. 522); for a trustee is not a debtor 
to his cestui que trust unless he has got, or but for default of his 
own could have got, into his hands money which he is bound in 
equity to pay over to the beneficiary on demand (pr Lord 
LINDLEY in Webb v. Stanton, supra). But where the debt satisfies 
these tests—namely (1) present obligation, (2) liquidated 
character, and (3) legal liability—it can be garnished, no 
matter how long postponed is the date of payment, and even 
although the precise amount is a matter of future arithmetical 
calculation. Hence the fees due to a panel doctor from a_ local 
insurance committee are attachable, since there is an indefeasible 
legal obligation in the committee under their panel contract to 
pay these fees as and when they become due ; although the 
date of payment is in the future and the amounts cannot be 
arithmetically assessed until that date. So Mr. Justice RowLatr 
held last year, and his judgment has just been upheld by the 
Court of Appeal : O'Driscoll y. Manchester Insurance Committee 
(ante, p. 597). It may be added, here, that fees payable 
to public officers—-unlike soldiers’ pay or pensions—have, for at 
least ten years, been held to be attachable ; no rule of public 
policy affects such fees: Edmunds v. Edmunds (1904, P. 302). 
The well-known exemption of wages from attachment under the 
Wages Attachment Abolition Act, 1870, is confined to the 
earn'ngs of servants, labourers, or workmen ; it does not extend 
to the salaries of clerks or secretaries: Marks v. Booth (1891, 
90 L. T. 302). And it has been suggested (Booth v, Trail, 
1883, 12 Q. B. D. 8) that, even in the case of workmen, the 
exemption extends only to inferior courts of record, not to the 
process of the High Court. 


Exclusive Licences under Patents. 


THE RECENT case in the Court of Session in Scotland of the 
Scottish Vacuum Cleaner Co. v. Provincial Cine matograph Theatres 
(Limited) (32 R. P. C, 33) isan interesting one. The plaintiff com 
pany obtained from the owners of a patent for vacuum cleaners an 
exclusive licence to use the patented invention in Scotland 
during the remaining term of the patent. Notice of this licence 
was registered at the Patent Office. Subsequently the defendant 
company procured from the patentees twoof the patented machines, 
which they proceeded to use inScotland. ‘The plaintiff company 
then commenced the above-mentioned action to restrain them 
from using the patented invention in Scotland. The defendant 
company contended thatan exclusive licensee cannot sue in his own 
name for infringement of the patent, and that they had no 
knowledge of the licence when they acquired the machines ; 
and that registration of the licence at the Patent Office 
was not notice to them. The Lord Ordinary held that the 
plaintiffs were entitled to sue in their own name, but that to suc- 





ceed they must prove that, when the defendant company acquired 
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the machine they were aware that the plaintiffs were exclusive 
licensees for Scotland; that on the evidence they had not proved 
this, and that registration of the licence at the Patent Office was 
not equivalent to notice to them. Judgment was accordingly 
given for the defendant company. 


The Licensee's Right to Sue. 

As 10 the first point, in holding that an exclusive licensee can 
sue in bis own name, the Lord Ordinary adopted the opinion of 
Lord DuNEDIN (then Lord President) in Cochrane and Co. v. Martins 
(Limited) (28 R. P, C. 284), that an exclusive licensee can 80 sue ; 80 
that this may be considered to be settled in Scotland. As regards 
England the Court of Appeal in Heap v. Hartley (42 Ch. D. 461, 
6 R. P. C. 5) laid down that, as a general rule, an exclusive licensee 
cannot sue in his own name; hence, in drawing an exclusive 
licence the licensee is often given power to sue in the name of 
the patentee, but this is not a complete protection. It will, 
however, be observed that, in the case under consideration, it was 
held that the exclusive licensee cannot sue unless the defendant 
had notice of the licence at the time he acquired the alleged 
infringing articles ; and it was also held that registration of the 
licence at the Patent Office is not equivalent to notice. Never 
theless, it is most desirable to register all licences, because under 
section 71 (3) of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, the 
registered proprietor of a patent can only assign, grant licences 
as to, or otherwise deal with, the patent subject “to any rights 
appearing from the register to be vested in any other person ” ; 
so that the owner of a patent cannot deal with it so as to 
prejudice the rights of the holder of a licence which is 
registered, 





Emergency Legislation of France. 


By Maurice Tutry, Avocat du Barreau de Paris, Barrister at 
Law (Middle Temple), and Ricnarp Kine, of London, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, England. 

First SUPPLEMENT (a). 

Alien Enemies (Intercourse with). Law of the 4th April, 1915.-— 
Mention bas been made in a previous article of the Ordi 
ance of 27th September, prohibiting commercial and othe: 
transactions with, and payments to, enemies. An important 
enactment was passed on 4th April in order to make the Ordi 
nance more effective hy inflicting penalties for breach of its 
provisions. Until the law of 4th April was passed, any agreement 
or payment made in breach of the Ordinance was void, but this 
penalty was not heavy enough to secure the proper enforcement 
of the law, neither were the provisions of the Code Pénal 
(art. 77) found adequate to meet the requirements of the case. 
It was therefore enacted that any person who, in breach of pro 
hibitions made or to be made, should make or attempt to make, 
perform or attempt to perform, either directly or through an 
interposed perron, any business transaction or any agreement 
whatever with an alien enemy or any person residing in enemy 
territory, or with the agent of such enemy or person, should be 
liable either to imprisonment for from one to five years, or to a 
fine which should not exceed 20,000 franes, nor be less than 500 
francs, or to both the said penalties. Any agent, broker, com- 
mission or insurance agent or carrier who, knowing where the 
goods or other property which are the subject of such dealings 
come from, or where they are bound for, takes part in any way, 
and on behalf of either party, in a transaction prohibited by the 
above provision is to be deemed accessory to the offence. In 
case any such person is found guilty, the court can decide that 
the goods or property, or the price thereof, as well as the horses, 
vehicles, ships, or anything which was used for the curriage, sbal] 
be confiscated, 

The same penalties apply toany person who is found guilty 
of concealing any property belonging to an alien enemy, and 
placed under compulsory administration, by an order of the 
Court. The passing of a sentence in any such ease is to involve 











(4) The previous articles are contained in the following numbers F 
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for a period of ten years the loss of such civil rights as are set 
out in article 42 of the Code Pénal. The provisions of such 
code with regard to extenuating cireumstances have, however, 
application. 

So far for the criminal side of the matter. As to the effect of 
the Ordinance of 27th September with regard to civil law, the 
views expressed by the President of the Civil Court of Paris in a 
cireilar letter are of much interest. The letter points out that 
German firms, in order to avoid the consequences of the Ordi- 
nance of 27th September, assign their claims to a bank in a 
neutral country. They give formal notice of the assigament; 
the bank of the neutral country also gives notice as assignee, 
and, apparently acting on its own behalf, requests the debtor to 
pay the debt to its account in Paris or on presentation of the bill, 
The President of the Court points out that the novation which 
thus takes place does not give to the assignee any more rights 
than the assignor originally had, and does not prevent the claim 
from being a German claim, which can be discharged only by 
payment to the administrator appointed by the Court, or to the 
Caisse des Dépots et Consignations (Office of Deposits and Con- 
signments). 

Morator y Legislation.—The last extension of moratorium referred 
to in the previous articles (see SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 23rd Jan., 
1915) was to continue until Ist March. Further extensions 
were granted subsequently, the first in pursuance of an Ordinance 
dated 25th February, by which the moratorium was to extend from 
Ist March until Ist May. This Ordinance was, mutatis mutandis, 
similiar to the previous ones. Thenext Ordinance was made on 
15th April and extends the moratorium until 1st August. This 
Ordinance, although it is in the main similar to the others, contains 
some new features which it is important to notice. 

The holder of a negotiable instrument which comes within the 
moratorium had to give notice to the drawee before 3lst May 
that he was the holder of such negotiable instrument, and that 
payment of the same could be made to him. This notice could 
be given either by registered letter, or by presenting the bill to 
have it visé by the debtor. Failing such notice, the 5 per cent. 
interest to which the holder was entitled by the Ordinance of 
29th August, 1914, was to cease as from 31st May. With 
regard to negotiable instruments which would in due course 
mature only after 30th April, 1915, and the maturing of which 
is deferred for ninety days in pursuance of this last Ordinance, 
the notice is to be given within a month from the date on which 
they would in due course come to maturity. 

A question may be raised as to whether the default of notice, 
when such notice was not given before 3lst May, is absolutely 
fatal, and wkether the defaulting creditor is to be deprived of 
any interest as long as fresh extensions are granted, or whethe: 
bis right to interest can be revived by a notice given later on. 
The strict interpretation of the Ordinance would lead to the 
conclusion that the defaulting creditor is to lose the interest 
until payment. But tbis would, in our opinion, be too narrow a con- 
struction, and one which wou!d not only be unfair to the creditor, 
but which is not justified by the object aimed at in passing the 
Ordinance. 

The Ordinance of 29th August provided that persons availing 
themselves of the moratorium should pay interest on the amount 
of their debt; but as in many cases debtors willing to release 
themselves were not able to do so because they did not know 
who were the holders of their bills, they were, by the next 
Ordinance, authorized, if the holder had not made himself known, 
to release themselves by payment at the Caisse des Depots et 
Consignations. Experience has shewn that many debtors did not 
avail themselves of this right because, with the exception of 4 
limited number of well-informed persons, they were not aware 
of its existence. It was, therefore, thought advisable to reverse 
the position, and to provide that, unless the holder made 
himself known within a certain time, and thus gave the 
debtor a chance to release himself if he wished to, the interest 
would cease. But in the case where the holder makes himself 
known, say, on 2nd June, and the debtor sets up the moratorium, 
it would be unreasonable to argue that he is ipso fucto discharged 
from any interest until the end of the moratorium. ‘Tbe proper 
construction would, in our opinion, be that, as soon as the debtor 
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has notice and chooses to avail himself of the moratorium, he 
isagain subject to the provisions of the Ordinance of 29th August 
and is liable to pay interest. But he is not liable to pay such 
interest for the period during which the holder neglected to 
give notice. If such notice is given only on 25th June, he should 
not pay interest from the Ist to the 25th. 


Companies, Public Funds and Loans. Ordinance of 23rd March, 
1915.—Provision was made from time to time (29th August, 
27th October, 21st December, 1914) by which companies 
governed by French law, Communes, Départements, and Etablisse- 
ments Publics were entitled (until such time as should after the 
end of hostilities be appointed for payment) to postpone the 
redemption of their debentures, and the paymentof money prizes (/) 
in respect of the same, which were or would become Siediis 
or payable before 30th October, Ist January, or Ist April 
respectively. Companies governed by Freneh law were also 
authorized to defer until the sume time the payment of coupons 
which became due before the same dates. 

The company moratorium was thus different from the mora- 
torium in respect of negotiable instruments and payment for 
oods, since it granted at once an extension of time to last until 
the end of the war. Further provision had to be made, however, 
from time to time to authorize the postponement of the payment 
of fresh coupons as they became due. The Ordinance of 23rd 
March now deals definitely with the matter, and, under its first 
section, the extension of time granted by the Ordinances of 29th 
August, 27th September, and 21st December becomes, under the 
same conditions as provided by the said Ordinances, applicable to 
the repayment of such debentures, payment of money prizes, 
amortization of shares, payment of coupons or dividends, as shall 
become payable before such time as shall be appointed after the 
end of hostilities. The effect of these provisions, speaking 
generally, is that all payments referred to in the above list of 
any sum which will become due before a date to be named after 
the end of the hostilities may be postponed until a date to be 
named also after the end of the hostilities. ‘The condition re- 
quired to enable companies to avail themselves of the provi- 
sions of these Ordinances is that they are not to pay any dividend 
or interest to shareholders or to holders of founder shares. (Ord. 
23rd September, section 2 ; 27th September, section 5.) 

It is to be noticed that section 1, sub-section 3, of the Ordi- 
nance of 29th August provided that the drawings for repayment 
should continue to take place. If the moratory provisions are 
taken advantage of, the owner of a drawn debenture is entitled 
to have the fact recorded on the debenture itself, and 

such debenture is under sub-section 5 to carry interest as before. 
However, under the same sub-section this provision was not 
applicable to debentures which, being already drawn, had ceased 
to carry interest as from Ist July, 1914. The rule under sub- 
section 5 was wholly unjustifiable, and was superseded by section 
2 of the Ordinance of 23rd March, 1915, under which such 


conditions. Provision is also made, in case leave to proceed is 
given, as to what are to be the fresh periods of time during 
which any acts or proceedings are to be done or taken. 


[To be continued. | 








Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


The American Bar Association.—Report of the 37th 
Annual Meeting of the American Bar Association held at Washington, 
D.C., October 20th, 2ist,and 22nd, 1914. The Lord Baltimore Press, 
Baltimore. 

The Canadian Law Times, June, 1915. Edited by A. H. F. Lerroy, 
K.C., M.A. The Carswell Co. (Limited), Toronto. 75 cents. 

Canada Law Journal, June, 1915. Edited by Henry O’Brien, 
K.C. ; assistant editors, A. H. O’Brien, M.A., and C. B. Labatt. 
Canada Law Book Co. (Limited), Toronto. 

Case and Comment.—The Lawyer’s Magazine, June, 1915. 
The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co., Rochester, New York. 
15 cents. 





Correspondence. 


The War Loan (Trustees) Act and Consols. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—It appears from the newspapers that the War Loan 
(Trustees) Act, 1915, was passed last night. No copy of the Act as 
passed is yet available, the latest form issued by the King’s printers 
being that in which the Bill was passed by the House of Commons. 
According to this form the first part of section ! reads as 
follows :— 

“Any trustees who are holders of Consolidated 2) per cent. 
Annuities, 2} per cent. Annuities, or 24 per cent. Annuities, or 34 
per cent. War Stock or War Bonds, issued under the War Loan 
Act, 1914 (in this Act referred to as convertible securities), 
may borrow as provided by this Act, &c.” 


Unless the above was amended in the House of Lords, which does 
not appear to have been the case judging from the newspaper 
reports of the proceedings, another inaccuracy has been committed 
by the draftsman, and the Act does not, strictly speaking, apply to 
Consols, the security presumably intended to be chiefly atlected. 
According to the Stock Exchange Year Book no such security exists 
as “Consolidated 24 percent. Annuities,” This expression was 
doubtless intended to designate Consols, but the Act creating Consols 
as now existing —The National Debt (Conversion) Act, 1888—provides 
(section 2 (4)): “ The new Stock shail be called bed 
24 per cent. Consolidated Stock.” Can the obvious mistake in the 
Act be regarded as merely falsa demonustratio! Even so, would 
trustees be safe in acting on the assumption that Consols are intended 
and covered by the section, except with the protection of an Order 
of the Court. C, Frepk. Boorn. 

i, Bedford-row, London, W.C., July 3. 





debentures are to carry interest as before from the day when 
the debtor company, upon application being made for payment 
by the debenture-holder, has chosen to avail itself of the pro- 
visions of the Ordinances of 29th August, 1914, section 1, 27th 
October, 21st December, 1914, and 23rd March, 1915. 
Judicial Moratorium (c).—A fresh Ordinance was made on 11th 
May, maioly for the purpose of clearing up points on which, in 
consequence of the previous Ordinances, some doubt had arisen. 
The combined effect of this Ordinance and of the previous ones 
(10th August and 15th December, 1914) is as followa:—The 
rule as to suspending time limits, &c., still obtains; but the 
President of the Court may, in exceptional eases, authorize the 
continuation of proceedings initiated before or since the mobiliza 
tion. Notice of application for leave to proceed is to be given 


[See observations under “Current Topicy.”—Eb. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


FARMER (SURVEYOR OF TAXES) v. WILLIAM COTTON’S 
TRUSTEES. 12th and 15th March ; 8th June. 





Revenve—Ineasrrep House Duty—Exemprion—Serarate TENEMENTS— 


Hovse Tax Act, 1808 (48 Gro. 3, c. 55), ScnepuLe B., RULE 6— 
Customs AND INLAND Revenue Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 15), Sect. 
13 (1) anv (2). 

By section 13 (1 of the Custome and Inland Revenue Act, 1878, ww 


to the defendant by registered post and certificate of delivery 


provided that *‘ where any house, being one property, shall be divided 


pan If such certificate is not produced, the President of the into and let in different tenements, and any of such tenements are 
urt may order that a summons to appear on the application occupied solely for the purposes of any trade or business or any pro- 


shall be served upon the defendant. 
can also be given by the President of the Court under the same 


Leave to issue execution fession or calling by which the occumer seeks a livelihood or propt,”’ 


inhabited house duty is to be assessed as though the house comprised 
only the tenementa not so occupied A block of buddings at one time 





(>) The meaning of this term is explained in the SoLicrToRs’ JOURNAL of 30th 


January, 1915, p. 230. 
(c) See SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





30th January, 1915. 


used as an hotel was converted into business premises. The whole 
building was let off as offices in sets of one or more rooms, to which 
entrance was obtained from the central staircase or from passages lead- 
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ing therefrom. There was a caretaker resident on the building, and 
one set of eight rooms was used as a dwelling-howse. The Crown 
claimed that the block was liable to inhabited house duty, except im 
reapect of the caretaker’s rooms. On a case stated, 

Held (Lord Sumner dissenting), that, on the true construction of 
section 13 (1) of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1878, the budd- 
ing was divided and let off in different tenements, and in respect of 
such as were used for business, inhabited house duty was not leviable. 

Decision of First Division of Court of Session (reported 1913, 8. C. 
1126) affirmed, 

Appeal by the surveyor of taxes against interlocutors of the First 
Division of the Court of Session in a case stated for the trustees of the 
late William Cotton. The question involved was whether Windsor- 
buildings, 100, Princes-street, Edinburgh, were assessable to inhabited 
house duty. The block was originally built as a dwelling-house, and at 
one time was used as an hotel. Most of the rooms were now let out 
separately for business purposes. No one slept on the premises except a 
caretaker. ‘The Court of Session held that the premises were ‘‘ divided 
into and let in different tenements ’’ in the sense of section 13 (1) of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1878, and that each separate tenement 
had to be considered by itself for the purposes of inhabited house —- 
The result of that decision being that the exemption was held to apply 
to every tenement in respect of which the claim of the Crown was 
opposed. The Crown carried the matter to this House. It was 
contended for the Crown that, to bring the case within the 
section, the whole building must be physically broken up and separated 
into a definite number ot separate tenements, each shut off from the 
others, and each a self-contained unit in itself, and capable of being let 
for business purposes. On the other hand, it was argued that what 
constituted a different tenement in the sense of section 13 (1)) of the 
Act of 1878 was a structural unity within the one building such as to 
be capable of an independent and exclusive possession. It was not 
disputed that in order to bring each different tenement within the scope 
of the sub-section it must be let for business purposes or set aside 
for that purpose. 


Tue House, having taken time for consideration, gave judgment 
dismissing the appeal with costs 


Earl Loresurn said that the Commissioners had decided that the 
premises in question were not divided into or let in different tenements 
within the meaning of the Statute. They appeared to have come to 
that conclusion by regarding the question as one merely of structural 
separation. Upon the true construction of the Act he thought a 
*‘ house was divided into and let in different tenements’’ when the 
rooms in it, or groups of rooms in it, were used for some purpose not 
common to the rest of the house, and were divided off by any ordinary 
means, such as a door, and let to a different tenant, and were none the 
less so because the different tenants used in common such things as 
kitchen, dining-room, or lavatory. In his opinion the Court of Session 
had come to the only possible conclusion, and he moved that the appeal 
should be dismissed. 


Lords ATKINSON and Parker agreed in this view. 


Lord Sumner, dissenting, was of opinion that when a large building, 
built originally for an hotel, a sanatorium, or a world’s fair or a palace 
of amusement, failed of its purpose and was converted in some way 80 
as to earn a rent, the building—merely by being let out to several 
tenants in tenements of one or more rooms, with the use by the tenants 
of common .offices—did not thereby become a building “divided and 
let’’ in separate tenements within the meaning of the Act. It was 
difficult to say what there was in the physical bounds of the single rooms 
in the case that qualified them to be separate tenements. On the authorities, 
he came to the conclusion that the rooms in question were not offices or 
separate tenements, and that the contention of the Crown was right.— 
Counset : for the Appellant, Sir John Simon, A.-G. (for England), 
7’. B. Morison, 8.-G. (for Scotland), W. Finlay, K.C., and R. Candlish 
Henderson ; for the Respondents, J. A. Clyde, K.C., and A. M. Latter. 
Acents : Sir P. J. Hamulton Grierson, Edinburgh, and H. Bertram Coz, 
London; Henderson & Munro, W.S., Edinburgh, and Capron & Co 
London. 

[Regorted by Exsxine Rar, Barrieter-at-Law.) 





Court of Appeal. 


CONSERVATORS OF THE RIVER THAMES +. KENT AND THE 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. No.1. 19th June, 


Practice—ArreaL—Time ror Appgeatinc—Date rrom wHicn Time 
Becins to Run—Dare or Seatinc JupGment—R.S.C., orp. 58, pn. 15. 


The time for bringing an appeal to the Court of Appeal from a judg- 
ment in an action is six weeks from the date when it ie perfected by 
being sealed, and not siz weeks from the date when it is pronounced. 


This was an original motion by counsel for the defendants, other than 
the Attorney-General, raising an important point of practice. Judgment 
was given in the above action, which was in the King’s Bench Division, 
on 12th March, by Avory, J., in favour of the plaintiffs on one point 
and in favour of the defendants on another. The judgment declared that 


4 certain portion of the towpath of the River Thames near Molesey was 
not subject to a public right of way, but that the defendants Kent were 








entitled to a private right of way over it. The draft order for judg. 
ment was received by the defendants’ solicitors for approval on 18th 
March, and after considerable negotiations, alterations, and revisions it 
was returned to the plaintiffs’ solicitor on 18th May. The associates’ 
certificate was issued on 3rd June, and the judgment was sealed by a 
seal bearing date 8th June. The defendants then decided to appeal, 
and notice of appeal was settled on 10th June, but on making inquiry 
at the Crown Office the defendants’ solicitors were informed that, in 
the opinion of the officials, they were out of time, as the time allowed 
for appealing was six weeks from the 12th March, and not six weeks 
from the date of sealing of the judgment. Counsel thereupon moved 
that the time for appealing, assuming it to have gone by, should be 
extended. 


Tue Court allowed the motion, holding that the appeal ought to be 
set down, and the costs of the order would be costs in the appeal, as 
the time for appealing ran from the date when the judgment was sealed. 

-Counset, Macmorran, K.C., and G. B. Rashleigh ; G. A. H. Branson; 
WUcCall, K.C., and @. B. Marriott. Soxicttors, Edward H. Stenning, 
for Kent & Sons, Hampton; T’reasury Solicitor ; G. G. Corble. 

[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrister at-Law.} 


J. & ©. HARRISON (LIM.) e DORLING. No. 1. 10th June. 


WorkMEN’s CoMPENSATION—WoRKMAN Recetvinc Weekly Payments 
—RervsaL orn Osstrucrion or Mepica ExaminaTion—Cesser or 
Resipence in Unirep Krincpom—ENLIsTMENT AND DespatcH Aproap 
on Foretan Service—WorkMen’s Compensation Acr 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 
c. 58), Scuep. I. (14), anp (18)—Consotipatep Russ, Rr. 66. 


Where a workman in receipt of compensation for injury by accident, 
being only partly incapacitated, enlists in the Army and 1s ordered 
abroad on foreign service or on garrison duty in India or the Colonies, 
he does not thereby refuse to submit to or obstruct medical examination 
by his employer, nor does he cease, for the purposes of the Act, to reside 
in the United Kingdom. 


Appeal by the employers from an award of the county court judge 
at Croydon. The workman was a marine engineer who had met with an 
accident aboard ship by which the tips of two fingers of his left hand 
were crushed, and for which he had been awarded compensation 
Before August, 1914, the wounds had completely healed, but he was still 
incapacitated from doing an engineer’s work. In September, 1914, he 
enlisted in the 5th East Surrey Regiment, a Territorial battalion. At 
the end of October the battalion was ordered to India, to be stationed 
at Cawnpore, and Dorling went with it, having previously given a power 
of attorney to his mother to recover and give receipts for his compensa- 
tion. The employers, hearing that he had joined the Army, discon- 
tinued paying him the compensation—l5s. a week—he was then 
receiving, and, on his solicitors applying for leave to issue execution, 
the employers applied to review and terminate the award, and contended 
that by enlisting and going abroad the workman had refused to submit 
to or obstructed medical examination on their behalf, within Sched. I. 
(14), and also that he had ceased to reside in the United Kingdom, and, 
not having previously obtained a medical certificate of permanent 
incapacity under Sched. I. (18), had ceased to be entitled to receive any 
weekly payments. The county court judge dismissed their application, 
and the employers appealed. 


Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 


Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having stated the facts, and held that 
there was no evidence whatever that the workman had refused to submit 
to or obstructed medical examination by the employer, which might still 
be held in India if required, proceeded : Then it is said that this man is 
no longer in the United Kingdom—he is at Cawnpore. But the Act does 
not say, and I am satisfied that it does not intend to say, that the mere 
fact that the man is for the moment not in truth p ysically in the 
United Kingdom deprives him of compensation or authorizes suspension. 
It contemplates the case of a man having gone from this country, say 
as an emigrant to Canada or the United States. Sched. I. (18) says: 
‘If a workman receiving a weekly payment ceases to reside in the 
United Kingdom, he shall thereupon cease to be entitled to receive any 
weekly payment unless the medical referee certifies that the incapacity 
resulting from the injury is likely to be of a permanent nature.’’ When 
I look at the rules—rule 66—it seems to me to be quite clear what the 
meaning of that is. Rule 66 says: ‘“‘Where a workman receiving 4 
weekly payment intends to cease to reside in the United Kingdom——” 
and so on, That is, before he leaves this country he may, if so minded, 
apply to the Registrar to appoint a medical referee to examine him. 
On the hearing of the application, on being satisfied that the applicant 
has a bond-fide intention of ceasing to ane. § in the country, the Regis- 
trar must make an order referring the question to a medical referee. | 
cannot bring myself to believe that this has any application to a case 
where a soldier is ordered, it may be to Edinburgh one week, it may 
be to York the next week, it may be to Jersey the next, or to Gibraltar 
the next, without any intention of changing his place of residence, which 
is in Surrey. I think that it has no application to a case where a man, 
in obedience to military orders, simply follows his regiment. In my 
opinion the learned county court judge was quite right in the view 
which he took. 


Pickrorp and 
Duckworth; E. A. 
Lowless & Co. 


[Reported by H. Lanoroanp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


Warrincton, L.JJ., concurred.—Counser, W. A. 
Harney. Soricrrors, Holman, Birdwood & C0.; 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


GALLOWAY AND ANOTHER v. HALLE CONCERTS SOCIETY. 
Sargant, J. 4th June. 


~Fuitt Carts Mapes on OnLy Some 


Company—Limitep By GUARANTEE 
MemBers or Ctass Vatipirtry — Inuunction — DECLARATION OF 
RIGHT. 


There is, in the absence of special circumstances, an implied equality 
i condition among members of a company the same class, and wher 
the plaintiff had a full call made upon him which was not made upon 
the other shareholders in the aame class, such call was not enforceabl 

— ye American Trustee and Finance Corporation v. Couper 
1694, . 399, 417) applied. 

[t w, alien facie, wrong to make a call on some members of a clas 
md not on others, although it may be that, under some circumstances 
it would be justified; but where the applicants had been dilatory ir 
poying previous calle, such dilaturiness waa no sufficient reason for the 

mmattee exercising a discrimination against them. 

Preston v. Grand Collier Dock Co. (11 Sim. 327) approved. 


The plaintiffs were two members of the defendant society, which was 
formed in 1899 as a company limited by guarantee. Clause 7 of the 
articles of association provided that : ‘ ‘Fac h member shall be liable to 

mtribute, and shall, when demanded, pay to the committee any sum 
or sums not exceeding in the ae the sum of £100, which is 
hereinafter referred to as the contribution. The liability to the contri- 
bution shall be additional to, and without prejudice to, any liability in 
ase of winding-up under the guarantee clause in the memorandum of 
association. The committee may from time to time make such calls as 
they think fit upon each member in respect of all moneys unpaid on his 
ontributions, and each member shall pay the amount of every call so 
made upon him to the persons in the manner and at the times and 
places appointed by the committee.”’ Clause 8: ‘A call shall be 
deemed to have been made at the time w vhe n the resolution of the com 
mittee authorizing such call was passed The plaintiffs, W. J. Gallo 
way and O. S. Holt, were members of the sox lety, and for some time 
past had objected to its general policy, and in particular to certain calls 
on the members one for £3 and the other for £7. They paid one of 
these calls, and the other one had been recovered from them by pro 
eedings in the county court. A third call for £10 was made in June, 
1914, which, at the date of the resolution next mentioned, had not been 
paid by them. Under these circumstances, on 3lst March, 1915, the 
ommittee passed the following resolution: ‘‘The secretary reported 
that there were certain guarantors who had not paid the call of £10 
made in June last. He desired especially to call attention to the case 
of Mr. W. J. Galloway and Mr. O. S. Holt, who had refused to pay 
the call of £3 made in June, 1913, and had even gone so far as to allow 
hemselves to be ened in court for the amount. As it was evident that 
they did not intend to pay the call of £10 made in June, 1914, the 
society would have the trouble of again suing them for the amount, and 
it was resolved, therefore, that the sum of £80 be called up in respect 
of the contribution of Mr. W. J. Galloway and £75 in the case of 
Mr. O. S. Holt respectively, payable at Williams Deacon’s Bank 
(Limited), St. Ann’s-street, on or before 3th April, 1915 
ana Mr. Dunderdale was instructed to take the necessary steps to 1ecover 
these moneys.’’ These two sums of £80 and £75 represented the whole 
of the uncalled liability of the two plaintiffs, but no similar call was 
made on the other members of the society. In these circumstances the 

aintiffs paid the call of £10, and brought this action, claiming: (1) 
\ declaration that the resolution was invalid, and that the calls made 
n pursuance thereof were not enforceable against the plaintiffs or either 
of them; and (2) an injunction to restrain the society from enforcing, or 
attempting to enforce by action at law or otherwise, the said calls or 
either of them. The plaintiffs now moved for an interim injunction, 

ut by consent the motion was treated as the trial of the action. 


Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said: I should have felt a 
difficulty in granting an injunction to restrain proceedings at law, but, 
treating the motion as the trial of the action, in my judgment the 
plaintiffs are entitled to the declaration claimed. It is unnecessary to 
decide whether the articles give power to make calls on some of the 
members when no calls are made on the others. There is nothing in 
the actual language to prevent it, and it might be that, in a proper 
case, such a power could be so exercised. But, in my judgment, no 
proper case has been shewn for so exercising the power if it exists 
Prima facie, as pointed out in British and American Trustee and 
Finance Corporation v. Couper (1894, A. C. 399, 417), there is, in the 
absence of special cir ton any an implied equality of condition among 
members of the same class, and prima facie it was entirely wrong to 
make a call on some of the members of the class without making the 
same call on the other members. That was decided as long ago as 
1840 in Preston v. Grand Collier Dock Co. (11 Sim. 327), which is the 
case cited by Lerd Lindley in his book on Company Law, 6th edition, at 
p. 578. as establishing the law on this subject. In my opinion, the mere 
fact that the plaintiffs have been dilatory in paying past calls is 
no sufficient reason for the committee's discrimination against the plain 
tiffs, who are accordingly entitled to the declaration claimed.—Covunstr, 
A. ©. Clauson, K.C., and W. R. Sheldon; Cyril Atkinson, K.C., and 
{ Topham, for W. A. Greene, serving with His Majesty’ 8 Forces. 
Soricrrors, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co.; Dunderdale, Dehn, &- Co., for 
Dunderdale & Co., Manchester. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barreterat-Law } 





Re LIMOND, LIMOND rv. CUNLIFFE, Sargant, J. 
22nd and 23rd June. 
Witt—Arrestation—Sortprer on Actuat Mitrrary Service—Gtrr To 

One or Two Wrrxesses—No Arrestation Cravse—VabLiprry—WILL3 

Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26), ss. 11 anv 15, 

{ lieutenant, who was mortally wounded by a fanatic in camp, ata 
time when he was engaged with his regiment in delimitation operations 
shortly after a frontier expedition, dictated his will while actually dying. 

Held, that he was on “actual military service’ within the meaning 
of section 11 of the Wills Act, 1837, for the purpose of making a 
soldier « will 

A soldier's will made under section 11 of the Wills Act, 1837, and 
requiring no attestation, was, in fact, attested by two persons, to one of 
whom a gift had been made in the will by the soldier testator. 

Held, that section 15 of the Wills t, 1837, did not apply to a will 
eo made, and that the gift wees ralid 

This was an originating summons to determine (1) whether a testator 
was ‘‘on actual military service '’ within the meaning of section 11 of 
the Wills Act, 1837, when he made his will, and (2) whether, notwith- 
standing the attestation of the said will by two witnesses, it was a 
soldier’s will made in exercise of the privilege reserved by section 11 
and requiring no attestation, and whether section 15 did o1 did not app ly 
so as to render void a gift to one of those witnesses rhe facts were 
as follows :—One Alexander Limond, a lieutenant in the 6th Punjab 
Infantry, died on 14th May, 1895, at Camp Boya, Tochi Valley, Punjab, 
n the Empire of India, having been mortally wounded the day be ~ 
by a fanatic at Camp Boya. At the date of his death his regiment had 
taken part in the Waziristan operations, which, for the purpose of the 
grant of the war medal, were regarded by the Government of India to 
have ended on 13th March, 1895. Upon the conclusion of the operations 
ertain troops were left in the Tochi Valley as an escort to the party 
engaged in the delimitation of the frontier, and were styled The 
fochi Delimitation Escort,’’ and the testator belonged to this escort 
At the time when he was mortally wounded his regiment formed the 
rear and baggage guard of the column moving to Camp Boya. He was 
carried into the camp, where he dictated a will to Captain Cunliffe, his 
brother-in-law, to whom he made certain gifts, one of which amounted 
to a residuary bequest He signed this will, and Captain Cunliffe and 
Major Mein signed their names as witnesses; but there was no formal 
attestation clause. The testator’s property consisted almost entirely of 
certain reversionary interests in personal estate, and his will was not 
proved in the United Kingdom until one of these interests had fallen 
into possession, when, on 19th December, 1914, administration with the 
will annexed was granted to Margaret Springall Limond, upon an 
— of due execution by Colonel Mein, the surviving witness. 

Captain Cunliffe died in 1911, having married a second wife, whom he 
appointed his sole executrix. 

SARGANT, J., after stating the facts, said: In my judgment this 
testator was ‘‘on actual military service’’ within the meaning of 
section 11 of the Wills Act, 1837, at the time when he made his will; 
and I further come to the conclusion that, notwithstanding the attesta 
tion by two winesses of the said will, it was a soldier’s will, made in 
exercise of the privilege reserved by section 11 of the Wiils Act, 1837, 
and requiring no attestation, and that section 15 does not apply to a 
will so made. I accordingly make a declaration that the gifts contained 
in the will to Captain Cunliffe are valid. —Counsex, F. Whinney; Wright 
Taylor; D. M. Robertson Macdonald. Sorscrrors, F. Voules; Emmet 
& Co., for W hateley Bowling, of Southsea; Mount, Sterry & Wheeler. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barr eter-at-Law.] 


EAST INDIES COMMERCIAL CO. (LIM.) ». KILAMBUR RUBBER 
ESTATES (LIM.) AND ANOTHER. Sargant, J. 16th Jone. 
Company—SaLe Contract—New Issus or Capitat—SANcCTION oF 
TreasunY—RervsaL or—Contract at AN EnpD—Morion sy Pur 
CHASER COMPANY TO ResSTRAIN VENDOR COMPANY FROM SELETNG 

ELSEWHERE . 

Where a contract between two companies shewed that it waa toa be 
performe d in a short time, and provided for sale, 20 much to he paid in 
cash on or before 15th April, 1915, ‘‘ or at a date not being later than 
one calendar month after the sanction of the Treasury has been obtained 
to the issue’’ of certain capital, and there had been an unconditional 
refusal by the Treasury to sanction the new iasue, 

Held, that the purchasing company were not entitled to have their 
contract performed. 

This was a motion for an interlocutory injunction to restrain the 
defendant company (which was in liquidation) and its liquidator from 
completing or carrying into effect a contract for sale to the English and 
Scottish Co-operative Wholesale Societies of certain estates in India, 
comprised (with other estates) in an agreement dated 19th March, 1915, 
between the plaintiff company and the defendant company. The agree 
ment provided for sale of these estates to the plaintiff company for 
£6,500, to be paid as to £500 in cash on or before 15th April, 1915, 
‘or at a date not being later than one calendar month after the sanction 
of the Treasury has been obtained to the issue of the capital of the 
ompany agreed to be formed in accordance with clause 9 hereof, 
whichever is the later date’’; and as to the balance in cash on condi 
tions therein specified and immaterial to this issue to be tried. The 
new company was formed ; but although both the plaintiff company and 
the defendant company had attempted to get the sanction of the 
Treasury, they had been unable to do so. he first of the Treasury 
notifications that its sanction was required to the issue of new loans 











614 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





July 10, 1915. 











m 19th January, 1915, and that notification had 
been extended in its application by subsequent notifications : see Manual 
of Emergency Legislation, Financial Edition, pp. 181 et seg. Although 
these notifications might not be legally binding, disregard of them might 
produce unpleasant In these circumstances the motion 
was made. 

Sarcent, J., after stating the facts, held that, under the agreement, 
the sanction of the Treasury was not one which might be obtained at 
any future time, but was to be obtained on an application made 
promptly, and the contract itself shewed that it was to be performed 
in a short time. There had been an unconditional refusal, and it was 
impossible to suppose that the parties were negotiating with a view to 
the completion of the contract after the end of the war or if and when 
the consent of the Treasury was obtained. Held, accordingly, that the 
plaintiff company were not entitled to have the contract performed. 


appeared in the Times 


onsequences 


Counset, Clauson, K.C., and A. L. Briscoe; H. BE. Wright. Sorscrrors, 
Frank Simmonds d& Carters; Romer d Skan, 
[Report ! L. M. Mar, Barr eter-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
IN PRIZE. 


‘THE ZAMORA.” Sir Samuel Evans, P. 10th, lith to 2lst June. 


Paize Law—Serzvre or Carco—Ricutr or Crown To Regvisition 
Berore CONDEMNATION CONTRABAND OF WaR PROPERTY OF 
NevuTrats—Paize Cover Rutes, Ornper XXIX 


Nothing contained in the provisions of Order 29 of the Prize Court 
Rules, whith deale with requ fronting by the Crown, repugnant to 
international law 

The powers entrusted to and to be exercised by the Prize Court 
under that Order are with the inherent powers of the 
Court itself, and are within the rights of the Crown under the statutory 
provisions, no less than under ita prerogative authority. 

This was a summons adjourned into court for argument as to the 
right of the Crown to requisition goods alleged to be the property of 
neutrals. T'he Zamora was a Swedish steamship, belonging to the port 
of Stockholm, and on 19th March, 1915, she sailed from New York 
with a cargo which included a quantity of ew about 400 tons. This 
copper was shipped by the American Smelting and Refining Co. of 
New York, and was consigned to the Swedish Trading Co. of Stock- 
holm. Copper was absolute contraband, and whilst The Zamora was 
on her way from the United States to Sweden she was stopped, and 
afterwards sent to a British port, as the Crown alleged that the copper 
which she carried was really intended for Germany. The ship and her 
cargo were then seized, and proceedings were commenced that the ship 
might be condemned and confiscated as lawful prize, on the ground that 
the cargo which she was carrying was as to more than one-half thereof 
contraband of war, and that the cargo should be condemned and con- 
fiscated as contraband. Alternatively the Crown asked that an order 
might be made authorizing the detention and sale of the cargo, on the 
ground that the vessel left a port other than a German port after lst 
March, 1915, having on board the contraband cargo, the same having 
an enemy destination or being enemy property. No adjudication had 
taken place as to these claims, but in the meantime a summons was 
taken out by the Procurator-General on behalf. of the War Department 
that the Crown should be at liberty to requisition the copper, leaving 
the question of the right to the same, or the proceeds of the sale 
thereof, to be decided later on. The summons was taken out under 
Order 29 of the Prize Court Rules. The right to requisition was 
resisted by the claimants, the Swedish Trading Co. of Stockholm, on 
the ground that the order was contrary to the law of nations, and was 
not binding on the Court. Ord. 1, r. 2, of the Prize Court Rules, 
1914, provides :—‘‘ Unless the contrary intention appears, the provisions 
of these rules relative to ships shall extend and apply, mutatis mutandis, 
to goods."" Order 29 of the Prize Court Rules, as enacted by Order 
ian Council of 29th April, 1915, provides :—‘t Rule 1. Where it is made 
to appear to the Judge on the application of the proper officer of the 
Crown that it is desired to requisition on behalf of His Majesty a ship 
in respect of which no final decree of condemnation has been made, 
he shall order that the ship shall be appraised, and that upon an under- 
taking being given in accordance with rule 5 of this Order the ship shall 
be released and delivered to the Crown. Rule 4. In any case where a 
ship has been requisitioned under the provisions of this Order, and 
whether or not an appraisement has been made, the Court may, on 
the application of any party, fix the amount to be paid by the Crown 
in respect of the value of the ship. Rule 5. In every case of requisi- 
tion under this Order an undertaking in writing shall be filed by the 
proper officer of the Crown for payment into Court on behalf of the 
Crown of the appraised value of the ship, or of the amount fixed under 
rule 4 of this Order, as the case may be, at such a time or times as the 
Court shall declare by order that the same or any part thereof is 
required for the purpose of payment out of Court.’’ 

Sir Samvet Evans, P., in the course of a long considered judgment. 
after stating the facts and observing that the order made upon the 
present application would not affect the rights of the claimants. which 
would fall to be determined at the hearing of the cause, said : At the 
outset the capture or seizure as prize vests the possession of the pro 


in accordance 








perty captured or seized in the Crown, and when the property comes 
into the custody of the Marshal of this Court it is subjected fully to 
the jurisdiction of this Court. The Court has inherent powers to deal 
with the property brought within its jurisdiction as it may deem tit 
in the exercise of its discretion. It has, in my opinion, such a power, 
apart from any rules of practice made under the Prize Acts of 1864 or 
1894. It could, without any such rules, order a sale of perishable goods 
before condemnation, or order a sale of goods in order to avoid diffi- 
culties or expense of warehousing, or removing, or for any other reason 
which appeared sufficient to the Court. In my view, persons who lay 
claim to property captured or seized have no right by any rule of 
international law to demand that the property should be preserved in 
specie until the final decree determines whether it is to be released or 
to be condemned. Prize Courts have always acted upon the principle 
that the capture is lawful until the claimants establish the contrary. 
All that it is necessary for the captors to allege in prize proceedings 
is that the capture was made, and that the property captured is claimed 
as prize; thereupon the claimants must establish their claim to release. 
If their claim to release is sustained they may have the property 
delivered up, if it has been kept intact; or they will receive its value 
if it has been sold or otherwise disposed of, with or without costs and 
damages against. the captors as the circumstances may require. The 
argument of counsel for the claimants was, or necessarily involved, that 
the goods captured must in any circumstances be preserved to be 
delivered up in the same character if release is ordered, and that they 
cannot, except with the consent of the claimants, be sold or converted 
into a fund; or, in other words, that the claimants, in case their claim 
is allowed, must be put in possession of the property itself, and not 
of its value. I know of no principle or rule of international law to 
that effect. If the claimants have no such legal right to have the pro 
perty delivered up in specie, it matters not whether the property is 
sold for good reasons and so converted into money, or is requisitioned by 
the Crown (instead of going through the form of sale) upon an under 
taking to pay into Court the appraised value. But apart from any 
inherent power of the Court, the order referred to in the Prize Court 
Rules, Order 29, prescribes the practice to be pursued, and deals only 
with a matter affecting the procedure and practice of the Court—a 
domestic affair in which no foreign neutral or enemy has any voice or 
right to interfere. It deals only with interlocutory steps which may 
be taken in this Court after prize proceedings have been instituted 
Matters of practice in proceedings, such as sale of property or delivery 
up on bail, or upon appraisement, are not of international concern, and 
are not, and cannot be, regulated by uniform international principles or 
procedure to be applied in the courts of all countries. If Order % 
deals, as I think it does, merely with the regulation of the practice 
and procedure of this Prize Court, it has the force of an Act of Parlia 
ment, as it has been made under statutory way But if it goes 
beyond procedure and practice, it has nevertheless the force properly 
attributable to an Order in Council. This appears by the Order itself, 
and in the Naval Prize Act, 1864, there is an express saving of the 
right, power, or prerogative of the Crown, as there is also of the juris 
diction or authority of or exercisable by the Prize Court. If it is 
regarded as an Order in Council it is, in my opinion, within the power 
and prerogative of the Crown to make an order giving the right to 
requisition neutral property which may be of use to the Crown as a 
belligerent, subject to making compensation therefor. For instance, 
in former wars, such things as planks, sailcloths, pitch, hemp 
and copper sheets belonging to neutrals, were ordered before condemna 
tion to be handed over to the Government pursuant to an order or 
declaration of the Crown: see the following cases gathered from Hay 
and Marriott's reports : The Vrow Antoinette, p. 142; De Jonge Joslers, 
p. 148; Concordia Affinitatis, p. 169; Sarah and Bernhardus, p. 174; 
The Holppet, p. 217; Jonge Gertruyda, p. 246; Concordia Sophia, p 
267; Drie Gebroeders, p. Si ; The Jonge Juffers, p. 272; and also the 
cases mentioned at pp. 287 and 288; and as to the law relating to food 
stuffs, The Haabet (2 Ch. Rob. 174). [His lordship quoted at length from 
Lord Stowell’s judgment in this last case, and proceeded :] As to inter- 
locutory orders dealing with seized cargoes in prize proceedings from 
early times in this country up to more recent times in the United States 
of America, numbers of instances will be found of orders for sale 
before condemnation, and also for delivery to the State of goods not 
already condemned upon their value being paid into Court or secured, 
in some cases where on the final hearing it was decided that the goods 
were not confiscable, and in some even before legal proceedings in prize 
had been commenced. As it was contended that to give effect to 
Order 29 by allowing the State to requisition would be to act in viola- 
tion of the law of nations, it would appear to be more useful for the 
purpose of inducing conviction to extract instances from the practice 
of other countries. [His lordship referred to the judgments of Story 
J., in The St. Lawrence (2 Gall. 19) and The Avery (2 Gall. 308), and 
also to the following later cases, decided in 1862-3, which arose during the 
American Civil War: The Sarah and Caroline (Blatchford, Pr. Cas 
123), The Memphis (Blatchford. Pr. Cas. 202), The Ella Warley 
(Blatchford, Pr. Cas. 204), and The Stephen Hart (Blatchford, Pr. Cas 
387), and continued :] In view of the cases to which reference has no’ 
been made it cannot, in my opinion, be possible to maintain that tho 
requisition by the State of captured property, which is provided for 
by Order 29 of the Prize Court Rules, is a violation of an acknowledged 
or settled principle or rule of the law of nations. His lordship observed 
that if the view just expressed was correct it was not necessary to 
discuss the question whether the Court was bound to obey an Order i: 
Council which might run contrary to the acknowledged law of nations. 
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But on that question he stated his willingness to adopt the principle 
stated at length by Lerd Stowell in The Fox (Edw. 311), that Orders 
in Council were to be presumed by the Court to be the positive applica- 
tions of the law of nations in the particular circumstances to which 
they applied See also as to special orders of the Sovereign being 
binding on the Prize Court, per Story, J., in Maisonnaire v. Keating 
(2 Gall. 325). per Best, J., in The Nassau, Blatchford Pr. Cas. 
198, and Westlake, vol. 2, pp. 155, 317, 318. And his lordship con 
cluded : I am not called upon to declare what this Court would or 
ought to do in an extreme case if an Order in Council directed some 
thing to be done which was clearly repugnant to and subversive of 
an acknowledged principle of the law of nations. I make bold to 
express the hope and belief that the nations of the world need not be 
apprehensive that Orders in Council will emanate from the Govern- 
ment of this country in such violation of the acknowledged law of 
nations that it is conceivable that our prize tribunals, holding the law 
of nations in reverence, would feel called upon to disregard and refuse 
obedience to the provisions of such Orders. For the reasons, historical 
and other, which I have endeavoured to set forth, I am of opinion that 
nothing contained in the provisions of Order 29 of the Prize Court Rules 
is repugnant to international law, and that the powers entrusted to, 
and to be exercised by, the Court under the Order are in accordance 
with the inherent powers of the Court itself and are well within the 
rights of the Crown under the statutory provisions referred to, no less 
than under its prerogative authority. I therefore order the copper to 
be delivered up to the Crown as prayed by the summons.—CouNSEL, 
Sir BE. Carson, A.-G., and Branson, for the Crown; Leslie Scott, K.C., 
Roche, K.C., Balloch, and Baty, for the claimants. Sorscrrors, The 
Treasury Solicitor; Botterell & Roche. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-law_] 


New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
On 2nd July the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts : 
War Loan Act, 1915. 
Milk and Dairies Acts Postponement Act, 1915. 
Prize Courts Act, 1915. 
Army (Amendment) No. 3 Act, 1915 
Munitions of War Act, 1915. 
War Loan (Trustees) Act, 1915, 


and to a number of Provisional Orders and local Acts. 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 2nd July contains the following :— 

1. Notices to Mariners, dated Wth June, relating to (1) North Sea, 
River Thames, and English Channel; (2) Scotland, East Coast, and 
Orkney Islands; and (3) England, South Coast. 

The London Gazette of 6th July contains the following :— 

2. A Foreign Office Notice, dated Sth July (printed below) of an 
Italian Royal Decree adopting, with certain modifications, the Declara- 
tion of London. 

3. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 5th July, containing a translation 
of the Italian lists of absolute and conditional contraband, according 
to an Italian Royal Decree dated 3rd June and published in the Italian 
Official Gazette of 17th June. The lists are the same as those for Great 
Britain under the Proclamations of 23rd December, 1914, and 11th 
March, 1915 (ante, pp. 178, 352; Manual of Emergency Legislation, 
Supplement No. 3, pp. 302-306; and see ibid. as to the French and 
Russian Contraband Lists; and also ante, pp. 479, 600, as to Russia). 
As to the German lists, see ante, p. 459. Some further changes in 
the British Lists, under Proclamation of 27th May, are noted, ante, 
p. 531, but these are not incorporated in the Italian lists. 

_ A Supplement to the London Gazette of 6th July contains the follow 
ing :— 

4, An Order in Council, dated 6th July (printed below), applying to 
certain specified areas the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regu 
lations, 1915. These regulations are printed in our issue of 19th June 
dante, p. 563). 


Italian Prize Law. 


Foreign Office, 
July 5, 1915. 

His Majesty's Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs has received 
from His Majesty’s Ambassador in Rome the following translation of 
a Royal Decree, dated June 3rd last, and published in the Italian 
Official Gazette of June 15th :— 

Articze I. 

During the present state of war the Government of the King will 
adopt and enforce the dispositions of the Declaration signed at London 
on February 26, 1909,with the exception of Articles 22, 24 and 28, and 


of any modifications contained in the following articles :— 





‘ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENTS, MOTOR CAR, PLATE CLASS, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, ANNUITIES, LIVE STOCK, LIFT, BOILER, 
BUYRCLARY, THIRD PARTY, FIDELITY CUARANTEES. 


The Corporation will act as 
TRUSTEE OF WILLS AND SETTLEMENTS. 
EXECUTOR OF WILLS. 

Full Prospectus on application to the Secretary, 


Head Office: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 
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Articte II, 

A neutral ship, which according to her papers has a neutral destina 
tion, and which in spite of the destination indicated on het papers iv 
making an enemy port, will be subject to capture and confiscation if she 
ix encountered before the end of her return journey. 

Articre IIT. 

The destination indicated in Article 33 of the Declaration of London 
will be presumed to be the real one (in addition to the presumptions 
provided for in Article 34) if the cargo is consigned to an agent of an 
enemy State or to order of an agent of an enemy State 

Articte LV, 

In spite of the dispositions of Article 35 of the Declaration of 
London, conditional contraband will be subject to capture on board a 
vessel proceeding to a neutral port if the ship’s manifests do not indi 
cate the name of the consignee, or if they shew that the consignee 
resides in territory belonging to or occupied by the enemy 

ArTIcLe V. 


In the cases indicated in the preceding Article I\ the burden of 

proving the innocent destination of the goods rests with their owne 
Articie VI. 

When the King’s Government learns that an enemy Government is 
supplying its armed forces by means of or across a neutral country, 
the Ministers of Foreign Affairs and Marine may take concerted action 
to exclude from the operation of Article 35 of the Declaration of 
London all vessels proceeding to ports in such countries. 

Decisions of this nature will be published in the Official Gazette, and 
will be enforced until superseded by another decision of the same 
nature. 

For the whole period during which such decisions are in force, vessels 
carrying conditional contraband to ports of such countries will be liable 
to capture 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
Prescribed Afeas for Liquor Control. 


Whereas under the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 
1915, His Majesty has power by Order in Council to detine any area 
wherein it appears to His Majesty on the grounds specified in the said 
Act to be expedient for the purpose of the successful prosecution of the 
present war that the sale and supply of intoxicating liquor should be 
covtrolled by the State, and to apply.to such area so defined the 
Regulations issued by His Majesty in pursuance of the said Act under 
the wefence of the Realm Consclidation Act, 1914 

And whereas His Majesty in Council in pursuance of the said first 
mentioned Act has issued the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) 
Re culations, 1915, under the said last mentioned Act 

And whereas it appears to His Majesty that it is expedient for the 
purpose of the successful prosecution of the present war that the sale 
and supply of intoxicating liquor in the respective areas defined and 
specified in the Schedule hereto should be controlled by the State on 
tre ground that war material is being made, loaded, unloaded and 
dealt with therein: 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to’order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

The Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, and 
inv Regulations amending the same, shall be, and are. hereby applied 
to the respective areas defined and specified in the Schedule hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

I. The area comprised in the City of Bristol, and the parishes of 
Filton, Stoke Gifford, Winterbourne, Mangotstield, Kingswood, and 
Hanham Abbots, in the County of Gloucester, and the parishes of 
Brislington, Long Ashton, and Bishopsworth, i the County of 
Somerset: and the area within the circumference of a circle having a 
radius 





of five miles measured from the Lighthouse known as the “ South 
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It’s WAR-TimE, BuT— Don’t Forcet land; and the Petty Sessional Divisions of Thornaby and Yarm North 
Langbaurgh, East Langbaurgh, and West Langbaurgh, in the ‘ nty 
THe MIDpLEsEX HOospPiTAl. of the North Riding of York. J 
igs KESPONSIPILITIES ARB-GREAT AND Most ve Met. 6th July. 
lier Lighthouse,” Avonmouth, and situate in the Bristol Channel at or r 
near the esteery of the river Aven. Rules of the Supreme Court, June, rors. 
II. The area within the circumference of a circle having a radius of The following draft Ruies are published pursuant t R 
one and three-quarter miles measured from the Town Railway Station, Publication Act, 1893: 
in the Urban District of Newhaven, in the County of Sussex. _— 
The area within the circumference of a ae le having a_ radius ora Order XIX., Rule 9. : 
of six miles measured from Bargate, in the County Borough of South 1. Order XIX., Rule 9, shall be read as if the following 
poser ; were added thereto :— 
IV. The area within the circumference of a circle having a radius Unless otherwise ordered by the Court or a Judge in a | edit 
of seven miles measured from the Town Hall, in the County -Borough under the rules relating to Poor Persons 
f Newport — i - 
a « area wit t} umference of a circle having a radius Order XXIU1., Rule 17. 
of eight miles mea m the City Hall, in the City of Cardiff 2. Order XXII., Rule 17, shall be read as if there t ided 
VI. The area wit the circumference of a circle having a radius therein: 
f five miles measured m the Town Railway Station, in the Urban War Loan 44 per cent. inscribed stock 1925-45. 
District of Barry the County of Glamorgan 4 ses - 
VII. The area within the circumference of a circle having a radius (This Rule is declared urgent.) 
( miles measured from the Town Hall in the County Borough of (Printed ante, p. 601, and already in operation 
Barrow-in-Furne . 
VIII. The area mprised in the Urban Districts of Bexley, Dart Order XXNXIJ., Rule 3la. 
ford and Erith, Parishes of Crayford, Darenth, Stone, Sutton 3. Order XXXI., Rule 3la, shall be read as if the following 
t-Ho vanscombe, and Wilmington, in the County of Kent were added thereto: 
I . The rea comp lin the City of L verpool, the C unt) Boroughs Any party to proceedings in a Court other than the High ( 
of Birkenhead, Rootle, and Wallasev, the Urban District of Fllesmere vf. 4 . : / 
: ; : : J A : from which an appeal lies direct to the Court of Appeal wv desires 
Port and Whitby, and the Petty Sessional Division of Wirral, in the to be so admitted shall make an application for that pury 
County of Chester; and Petty Sessional Divisions of Southport these aes x = ~ eo we 
Kirkdale, Ormskirl 1 Prescot, in the County of Lancastet tee : : 
X The area wrised in the Citv of Newcastle-upon-Tv: the In the case of an appeal from the Court of Chancery of the Co 
County Borong!l f Tynemouth, Gateshead. South Shields. Sunder Palatine of Lancaster or from the Court of Chancery f the C 
d, West Har Middlesbrough and Darlington. the Boroughs Palatine of Durham and Sadberge the application shall be 
Stockton-on-7 Hartley ind Jarrow, and the Petty Sessional the Prescribed Officer in the Chancery Division. 
'. ons of Gat ead. ( ster-le-Str South Shields. Sunderland. In all other cases of appeal from such Courts the applica 
Houghtor Spring, Seal Harbou Ca stle Eden. West Hartlepool, be made to the Prescribed Officer on the Crown Side 
Stockton. and Da et the County of Durham: the B izh of The said application shall be referred and decide t 
Wallsend. and 1 Petty Sessional Divisons of Redlinctonchire. Fast manner as an application in an appeal from the High | 
Castle Ward V tle Ward. in the County of Northumber 28th June. 
Societies 
Th. ' . un more; also of the Bar Council, the Law Society, the Scrive: Com 
Che Law Society . pany, the Society of Public Notaries of London, and the In rated 
BELGIAN LAWYERS’ RELIEF FUNDS Society of Provincial Notaries of England and Wales. 
Formed w ith the approva of His Ex llen« y: the Belgian Minister OBJECT 
and in consultation with the War Refugees’ Committee 
Issued under the authority of the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief ro provide for the financial need existing amongst Belzia 
Justice of England e Master of the Rolls and the Lord Justice Phill now refugees in this country. 
FIRST LIST OF DONATIONS £ s. d. £s.d 
£ s.d E. Dunkels, Esq 10 0 0O| A. C. Clauson, Esq., K.C. 5 ~ 
The Societ Pub Notarie W. J. Humirys, Esq 5. 5 0| Messrs. Stanley Evans . Co. > 0 
London 100 0 O| J. Field Beale, Esq 5 5 0O| His Honour Judge Pa 5 0 
The Lord Justice Phil 50 0 O The Rt. Hon. Lord Gorell 5 5 0} Geo. F. Hatfield, Esq. > 0 
Sir A. Norman Hill 50 0 O | The Rt. Hon. Lord Cozens-Hardy 5 5 0| Laurence Page, Esq. . 5 5 0 
Messrs. Barlow, Barlow & Lyde 26 5 0, The Rt. Hon. Lord Sumner 5 5 0 ~ Fassnidge, Esq. 5 5 0 
The Rt. H Lord Reading, G.C.B Walter Dowson, Esq 5 5 0 J. Blake, Es 5 0 
ke 25 0 0| W. A. Sharpe, Esq 5 5 0} His Honour i Reginald Brow: 
P. Ogden Lawrence, Es K.C 25 0 O| W. H. Foster, Ese ; § § 0 ; ) 
Sir Walter Trows 21 0 0}! Owen Thompson, bea . 5 5 0| His Honour Judge Lindley » O 
R. F, Norton, Esq., K.C. 21 0 0} Messrs Can eron, Kemm & Co. 5 5 O|} Messrs. Broad & Co. » 0 
Messrs. Bird & Bird Be 21 0 O| EF. D.K " rv, Esq 5 5 0/J. J. Parfitt, Esq., K.C. 
The Newcastle-upon-Tyne Incorpo J. W. Bu Es 5 5 O| Miss J. Crouch 
rated Law Society 21 0 O: R. W. Dit satan Esq 5 5 O|L. L. Batten, Esq.. K.C ) 
The Lord Justice Banke 10 10 0} W. Spelman Burton, Esq 5 5 0} Frank Marshall, Esq. ... ) 0 
Tyrrell T. Paine, Esq 10 10 O| Messrs. Leonard and Pilditch 5 5 0} Walter J. Stuart, Esq. 5 
Richd. 8S. Taylor, Esq 10 10 0} Messrs. Windybank, Samuell & Law- John E, Commons, Esq 5 0 
R. C. Nesbitt, Esq. 1010 0 rence cea 5 5 O|} Mrs. M. G. Mooring Aldridge 
E. Beaumont, Esq 1010 9 Messrs. Paines, Blyth & Co 5 5 0 | Charles Paice, Esq 
W_ Melmoth Walters. Esa 1010 O| H.C. King, Ese 5 5 0| Sir Regd. B. D. Acland, K.C. 0 
Sir Albert Bosanquet, K 10:0 0O/| T. K. Arnold, bec 5 5 0O| Sir Henry J. Johnson .. 0 
Joseph Hood, Esq. 10 10 © | Sydney Cartwright, Esq 5 5 0| H. H. Bothamley, Esq. ; 
John Coode Adams, Esq 1010 0} Mr. Justice Scrutton 5 5 0 Alexr. Crossman, Esq. 0 & 
Messrs. Comerford & ‘ 10 10 0/ Col. Sir Chas. E. Longmore, K.C.B. 5 5 0! G. L. Stewart, Esq. ) 9 
Messrs. H. De Pinna and John Venn 1010 0} J. W. P. Jauralde, Esq. 5 5 0| W. L. W. Brodie, Esq. 
R. M. Welsford, Esq 10 10 0! Charles Goddard, Esq & &§ 0); “EZ. H.” ) 
Miss Kemplay 1010 0| H. 8S. Brenton, Esq § 5 0 Fliensis ” , 0 
J. F. Mills, Esq. 1010 O| H. T. Birks, Esq. 5§ 5 O/H E, Lawrence, Esq > 0 9 
Messrs. Rawle, Johnst & 1010 O| W. W. Palmer, Esq 5 5 0} J. F. Clerk, Esq ) 0 
J H. Stamp, Esq 1010 0/| E. R. Still, Esq 5 5 O| F. G. Kerlv. Esa ) } 
Sir Wm. Garth 1010 © | Mr. Justice Younge 5 5 0/]R Broughton, Esq » 0 
N. Micklem, Esa., K.C 10 0 0} Claud Fraser, Esq 5 5 0/| T. H. F. Lapthorn, Esq 
Sir Howard W. Elphinstone, Bart 10 0 0| T. W. Bischoff, Esq 5 5 0] W. S. Davis, Esq 5 0° 
James Rolt, Esa., K.« 10 0 O|} Walter Perks, Esq 5 5 0| W. A. Brigg, Esq , 5 0 
4. R. Monks Esq 10 0 O|} Messrs. Corbin, Greener & Cook 5 5 0} A. Copson Peake. Esq. a v ) 
Graham Hastings, Esq.. K( 10 0 Halsey Janson, Esq § 5 0 Henry Temperley, Eq 3 3 ) 
A. J. M. Duncan, Esq. 10 0 0| F. W. Lawrence, Esq., J.P. 5 5 9] Alfred Davenport, Esq. a 
Messrs, Cattar Catt « & Harris 10 Sir Homewood Crawford 5 5 91A. P. Whatley, Esq 





orth 
inty 


ee ee Net ee Se Se Se 





July 10, 1915. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 59.] 6i7 











H. Gaselee, ’ 
E. E. Take, ay, 
E. H. Blaker, Esq. 
T. W. Hall, ~, * 
G. L. Whate _ ia 
Messrs. Woodforde & Drewett ids 
J. W. Loader Cooper, Esq. (for self 
and sisters) ... ies - : 
Messrs. Syrett & Sons 
Bryan Farrer, Esq. ... =e 
——. — & Son 
. Grigson, ‘ um ve 
Renna Morgan, Price & Co. 
C. M. Ware, Esq... - ai 
Messrs. Buck, Cockshott & Cockshott 
H. J. E. Price, Esq. ... £8 
Charles Scorer, Esq. 


Messrs, Golding, Hargreave & 
Golding ran as i 

T. C. Nicholson, Esq. ... si 

A. Wansborough Jones, Esq. 

T. B. Jones, oat ji 

W. Mellows, E 
. G. Brown, Esq. 


. R. Prideaux, Esq. ... 

. W. Brogden, Esq. ... 

D. Watts, Esq. .... 

L. Attenborough, Esq. 

A. E. Way, i 

L. Romer, Esq., K.C. 

Hon. Frank Russell, K.C. 

R. D. Muir, Esq. ns : 

Sir Arthur Thring, K.C.B. ... 

W. M. Spence, Esq. ... ' 

G. B. Clough, Esq. 

E. Chitty, Esq. ... eae 

A. E. G. Copp, Esq. ... 

W. C. B. Sckinees, Esq. 

Messrs. Evans, Wadham & Co. 

Messrs. Maude & Tunnicliffe aa 

Messrs. R. 8S. Jackson, Bowles & 
Jackson ms sos ed see 

Wm. Sharp, . nee ae 

Messrs. Raker, tattered & Kilving- 
ton oes wie oa oon 

T. H. Hiscott, as ins 

+. P. Sandeman, Esq. 

W. M. Boulton, Esq. ... 

G. 8. Sherrington, Esq. 

Messrs. Simmons & Simmons 

C. A. Carter, Esq. ia 

W. Whately, Esq. . ... 

A. 0. Harnett, en’ *# 

A. A. Blake, ~~ a 

H. J. Nicholson, Esq. ... 

> N. | pone Esq. 
. B. Ho > or 

N. G. Blaker, he a 

Messrs. Nordon & Drury 

His Honour Judge Mackarness 

W. M. Acworth, Esq. ... ie 

Sir Thos. Berridge _... 

M. A. Bramston, Esq. 

W. L. Ainslie, Esq. ... 

F J. Sykes, Esq. 

Messrs. Hepworth & Co. 

C. A. Bennett, Esq. ... 

Thos, Eggar, Esq. 

W. M. Shirreff, Esq. ... ds 

E. M. Pollock, Esq., K:C., M.P. 

T. R. Haslam, Esq. ... 

R. Barber, Esq. 

R. Winder, , ie 

Sir Geo. Askwith, K.C.B. 

F. H. Partridge, Esq. .. 

E. E. H. Brydy es, > 

G. M. G. Mitchell, Esq. 

Messrs. Bellord & Co. ... 


Alfred Clegg, Esq... 
K G. Metcalfe, Bag, ie es 
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Further subscriptions, which are urgent 
cheque crossed “The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund,” to Mr. E. R. they will be acknowledged, 


Gloucester and Wilts Incorporated Law Society. 


The annual meeting of the above Society was held at the Town Hall, 
Cheltenham, on Wednesday, 20th June. .There were present :—Mr. 
W. G. Gurney (Cheltenham), president, in the chair. Messrs. E. L. 
R. McLaren, G. McIlquham, W. H. 
Rickerby, R. O. Seacome, R. J. 
J. Francillon (Dursley), J. P. Wilton 
H. Jones, G. C. P. Pike, C. Scott | 


Bayliss, J. Bubb, W. G. Earengey, 
Mellersh, W. L. Mellersh, T. E. 
Winterbotham (Cheltenham), H. 
Haines, T, Hannam-Clark, J. 


NRONOORNOHNDY NOM MNONONMNMNWO WoOwWoOo? 


COSCSSCNNYNNNNNO NNN NON NNDNDYNYNNDYNHYNY NNO YN NNHD nod NWNNNNNMNN NNN WP 


ly 


oococoo cooco 


cooococooqocooo°c]eo 


SHPOOSOSSSCSCSSCSSCOSCOCCOOCO OSD COCO OOCCOSCC OCC. oo Oo 


required, may be sent by 


| 


! 





Y R. Jauralde, Esq. 
A. E. Russell, Esq. 

E J. Purchase, Esq. 

M. Bender, Esq. ; 
L. W. Kershaw, Esq. ... 
R. W. B. Buckland, Esq 
W, Daybell, Esq. * 
A. J. Cannon, Esq. 

H. E. Aston, Esq. 

G W. Davey, Esq. 


. 


| A. H. Coley, Esq. 


L. T. Rowe, Esq. oe 
Northwood “ae Esq 
M. C. Tait, Esq. 

R. J. Thomas, ‘bs = 
Messrs Munby & Sparkes 
H. M. Goodman, Esq. 


Messrs. Herd, Nutt, Baker & Corby 


A. S. Corser, Esq. _.... 

J. A. Hamnett, Esq. ... 

J. Hatt Cook, Esq. 

A. ©. Moore, Esq. 

C. C, Palmer, Esq. 

Messrs. Mills, Lockyer & Mi’! 
J. Indermaur, Esq. 

F. G. Allen, Esq. 

L. H. Booth, Esq. _... 

H. C. A, Bingley, Esq. 

A. E. Fenton, Esq. ... 
Messrs, Ince, Colt, Ince & Rosco« 
W. R. Dauncey, Esq. ... 

N. H. Arnison, Esq. ... 

A. Gibson, Esq. 

Messrs. Bartlett & Gluckstein 
H. M. Cadman-Jones, Esq 

J. W. Rudd, Esq. _... 

A. J. Morton Ball, Esq. 

T. J. Wootton, Esq. . 

B. O'Connor, Esq. 

F. J. Naylor, Esq. 


| J. Hands, Esq. 


| F. F. 





c. B. Knight, Esq. . 
C. de W. Kitcat, Esq. 
i. H. Boyce, Esq. 

8. Thompson, Esq. 

A. Ranken Ford, Esq. 
C. W. Letts, Esq. ‘ 
H. G. Rooth, Esq. 

E. W. Fordham, Esq. 
J. P. McKenna, Esq 
T. Wylie Kay, Esq. 
R. Norris, Esq. 
Daldy, Bsq. 

E Field, Esq. ... 
Major 8. R. Field 

G. T. Lee, Esq. 
Arthur Smith, Torn 

J. W. Greene, Esq. 

R. H. Wilson, Esq. . 
T. W. Williams, Esq. 
Messrs. Day & Wright 
A. C. Burbridge, Esq. 
E. A. Burbridge, Esq. 
©. O. Grindrod, Esq. .. 
H. J. Francillon, Esq. 
D Birt, Esq. . 

R. T. P. Williams, Esq. 
G B. Youll, Esq. 

Miss Youll 

A. King-Davies, Esq. 
C. R. Lyne, Esq. 

R A.. Daw, Esq. 
Robt. Morton, Esq. 

C. H. Cobb, Esq. 

W. S. Eastwood, Esq. 
Messrs. Hussey & Master 
Geo. Toulmin, Esq. 
Sir Horatio Brevitt 
L. 8. Johnson, Esq. 
W. F. Cook, Esq. 
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(Gloucester), J. W. 
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Guise (Newnham), A. 
Smith (Stroud), E. Francis (Stow-on-the-Wold), H. Goldingham (Wotton- 
and Herbert H. Scott (hon. secretary). 

The report of the Committee of Management contained a sympathetic 
allusion to the death during the year of Mr. E. B. Haygarth, of Ciren- 
vice-president of the Society, and a 
expressing the great regret of the members for his loss. 
also set out in an appendix a list of solicitors and articled clerks from 
the Society's district serving with the Forces. 


Messrs. Browetts 
H. J. Mander, Esq. 
R. Hollick, Esq. 
D. W. Jones, Esq. ' 
F. G. Hindle, Esq. 
©. E. Lilly, Esq. 
Thos. Bury, Esq. 
R D. Maddock, Esq. 
Thos. Goffy, Esq. 

Dr. J. A. Dixon 

Geo. McCandlish, Esq. 
C. B. Brill, Esq. 

H. E. Davies, Esq. 

Ww. Ww. Ni holson, Esq. 
Thos. Jennings, Esq 
M. C. Preston, Esq 
H. Jacobs, Esq. 

H. M. Moss, Esq. 
Wilfred Moss, Esq. 
H. ©. Davies, Esq. 
W. N. Ladell, Esq. 
W. O. Lovibond, ts. 
Thos. Dixon, Esq. 

F. W. Martin, Esq. 
| J. F. Ogilvie, Esq. 
G. H. Etherton, Esq. 
J. Hodgkinson, ~_ 


H. H. Shakespear, Esq 


J. O, Jobson, Esq. 

A C, Ponsford, Esq 

G. E, Hinman, Esq. 

S. B. Winder, Esq 

Kk. W. Kingdon, Esq 

Mr. and Mrs. Godfrey Mellor 
T. ©. Norton, Esc 


F. O. Robinson, sq 

Ww. Haseldine Jones, Esq. 
(} Saunders Jacobs, Esq 
H. Evelyn Bartlett, Esq 
George E. Tong, Esq. 
Edward Downes, Esq. 
C. O. 8. Benning, Esq 
A, Lawrence, Esq. 
Edward M. Hutton, Esq. 
T T. Methold, Esq. ... 
C. F. Hutchinson, Esq. 
Mrs, Marjory Ford 

T. Berry, Esq. ... 

J. E. Bush, Esq. 

J W. Crossley, Esq 

F. A. L. Hodgkinson, Esq 
E H. Morris, Esq. 

K. J. Hough, Esq. 

A. P. Spencer, Esq. 

T. S. Porter, Esq. 

F. F. Mills, Esq. 

H. R. Blaker, Esq. 

E. J. White, Esq. 

E. M. Harris, Esq. 

P H. Monk, Esq 

Wm. T. Fullalove, Esq 
R E. George, Esq. 

| J. S. Carpenter, Esq 

W. I. Crabtree, Esq 

T. A. Dyson, Esq. 
Herbert L Tebbs. Esq 
A. Carrick, Esq. 

WP. David, Esq 

F, P. Woodcock, Esq. 
A. N. Bowman, Esq. ... 
Messrs. Alexr. Wright & Co. 
Herbert C. Adams, Esq. 
Walter Edgley, Esq. 
Claud Mullins, Esq. 
GW. Earee, Esq 

F. T. Fisher, Esq. 

E. S. Read, Esq. 

“ Anonymous ”’ (Leeds) 


. - 


J. Morton 


resolution 
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Cook, secretary, Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., by whom 


R. H. 


passed 


The report 


This Roll of Honour 
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contains the names of twenty-four solicitors and seventeen articled 
clerks 
The following appointments were made for the ensuing year 

President, Mr. W. G. Gurney (Cheltenham); vice-president, Mr. 
J. H. Jones (Gloucester); general committee, Messrs. R. W. Ellett, 
E Francis, H. J. Francillon, J. W. Guise, E. Li. Gwillim, W. H. 
Mellersh, R. McLaren, and H. W. Brown; library committee, Messrs. 
W. G. Earengey, N. D. Haines, A. H. G. Heelas, W. H. Madge, R. 
McLaren, and H. J. Taynton. ‘The hon. treasurer of the society is Mr. 
J. P. Wilton Haines, and the hon. secretary Mr. Herbert H. Scott. Three 
new members were elected, and grants amounting to £76 10s. were made 
for the relief of necessitous persons. The Society now numbers 131 
members, solicitors practising in Gloucestershire and Wiltshire. 


-——-. 


The Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors was held at the 
Law Society's Hall on Thursday, the Ist inst., Mr. C. F. Leighton in 
the chair. The other directors present were :—Mr. T. H. Gardiner, 
Mr. N Chaplin, Mr. P. Marshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham, Mr, 
J. E. W. Rider, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and Mr. 
E. E. Barron (secretary A sum of £179 was granted in relief of 
deserving cases, and other general business was transacted. 


Society of Public Teachers of Law. 


The annual general meeting of this Society was held on Friday, the 
2nd inst., at the Law Society's Hall, the chair being taken by the 
retiring president, Professor Phillips, of Leeds. There was a large 
attendance, but the work of the meeting was confined to private busi 
ness. The officers for 1915-16 were unanimously elected, viz. :—Sir 
Ernest Trevelyan (president), Professor Murison (vice-president), Mr 
A. D. MeNair (treasurer), and Mr. Edward Jenks (hon, secretary). 
‘The members attending were entertained at tea by the Council of the 
Law Society before the meeting, and dined together after the meeting 
at Simpson's Restaurant 


Right of the Crown to Requisition 
Land. 


Mr. Justice Avory, says the Times, gave judgment on Wednesday in 
a case in which an aviation company petitioned the King to obtain com 
pensation for property which had been requisitioned for military pu: 
poses. Reports of the hearing of the petition were forbidden, but his 
Lordship announced that there would be no objection to the publication 
of the decision at which he had arrived. 

The suppliants’ aviation ground was taken by the Crown, and Mr. 
Justice Avory now said that he had come to the conclusion that the 
King, by virtue of his war prerogative, was entitled, in the circum 
stances, to take possession of the land In addition to that, the regula 
tions under the Defence of the Realm Act conferred on the competent 
naval and military authorities during the continuance of the war an 
absolute and unconditional power to take possession of land and build- 
ings, and to do any other act for the public safety and the security of 
the realm, even though that act interfered with private rights to pro 
perty. The suppliants had failed to establish any right in law to com 
pensation There must be judgment for the Crown. His Lordship 
thought, however, that the suppliants were entitled, under the Royal 
Commission of Inquiry of 31st March last, to apply for compensation for 
loss or damage suffered through interference with their property. 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1915 
The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education 
Committee, has made the following award of studentships, of the 
annual value of £40 each, renewable at the discretion of the Council, 
subject to the conditions prescribed in the Regulations : 
Crass A, 
(Candidates under 19, having certain -educational qualifications 
I'he studentship in this class is awarded jointly between 
Mr. Artuur Wanssroven Dvurute and 
Mr. Tuomas Henry Upriie. 
(Mr. Duthie was educated at Queen’s College, Taunton, and 
Mr. Upfill at Repton School.) 
Crass B. 
{ Irticled clerks having at least three years to serve ) 


rhe studentship in this class is awarded to 
Mr. Wittiam Lyte Sexsy 





Crass C. 
(Articled clerks having at least two years to serve.) 


The studentship in this class is 


not awarded. 


By order of the Council, 


2nd July, 1915. 


E. R. Cook, Secretary. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 16th and 17th 


June, 1915. 


examination at the same time. 


A candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the 


First Crass. 
Iveson, James Albert. 


PAssep. 


Cohen, Alfred Hart 
Daniel, Noel Thomas 
Fell, Charles Arthur 
Goldberg, Philip 
Letcher, Henry Percival 
Lewis, Francis Ernest 
Newton, Edward 


THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES HAVE 


Bracewell, William 
Braddon, Paul Cooper Campbell 
Heal, George Henry James 


Pardy, Ptolemy Weston 
Ridge, George Thomas 
Selby, William Lyle 
Smith, Basil March 
Walmsley, George 
Weeks, William Edward 


Passep THe LeGaL Portion onty. 
Hodge, Horace Redmore 
Waddington, Henry Lancelot 
Wells, Alfred Jacob 


No. of Candidates, 71; Passed, 20. 


THE FOLLOWING CANDIDATES HAVE 
Book-Kererinc 


Alcock, Thomas Jones 
Blight, Arthur Hendey 
Bonsey, Edwin Kenneth, B.A. 
Oxon. 
Boulter, Bertram Ernest 
Campion, Harold John 
Carpenter, Ernest 
Cartmell, Alec 
Dickinson, Arnold Victor 
Elman, Burnett Leon 
Evans, William Naunton 
Flanagan, George Anton 
Gregson, Alban Humfrey 


Passep tHe Trust AccouNTs AND 

PORTION ONLY. 

Griffith, Trevor Llewelyn 

Hindle, Tom ‘Townley 

Metters, John Duncan 

Morcom, Percival John Hosking 

Owen, William Stanley 

Roseway, Harry Ernest, B.A 
Oxon. 

Taylor, Ernest Morton 

Tull, George John Daniel 

Whittingham, Alfred Rolfe 

Williams, Alfred James 

Woodhouse, Eric 


No. of Candidates, 63; Passed, 37. 


By order of the Council, 


E. R. Cook, Secretary 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


2nd July, 1915. 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order 
were successful at the Final Examination, held on 14th and 15th June, 


1915 : 


Abrahams, George Henry 

Allen, Thgmas Freeth 

Arkell, Edw ard Norman Gwynn 

Armatys, Cecil Hugh 

Barber, Frank Ashley 

Bastide, Ernest Percival 

Bevan, John Morgan 

Bretherton, Arthur Augustus 

Butler, Allan, LL.B. London 

Cabell, Per« y Victor 

Carswell, Hugh 

Cornish, Alfred James 

Cuthbertson, John William 

Davis, Sidney George, LL.B. 
London 

Evans, David Carolan 

Farrell, Joseph 

Feather, John Wilfrid 

Finch, James Bass 

Fox, William 

Freedman, Abraham Hyman 

Groves, Lyndhurst George, LL.B. 
London 

Hall, Ernést Jessie 

Hands, Edward 

Harding, Edward Samuel 

Hawson, Herbert Keeble 

Hogg, Stanley Coulson 

Hopkins, John 

Howarth, Fred Greenwood 

Hurner, Alfred 

Jarvis, Horace Eustace George, 


B.A., LL.B. Cantab. 


Jackson, Nicholas 

Jenkins, Frank Harold 

Jones, Ivor Wyn 

Jones, Owen Morris 

Kendall, Hugh Berenger, b.A 
Cantab. 

Leach, Stewart Lankester 

Lee, John Kenneth 

Lewis, Joseph 

Lightman, Stanley 

Lo, Man Kam 

Maitland, Alexander Woud 

Marsden, Harold Holden 

Masser, Henry Thornton 

Millard, William Kelson James 

Morgan, Edward Leslie 

Muckle, Robert 

Nash, Henry Herbert 

Oglethorpe, Ralph Stuart 

Payne, John Annesley 

Pemberton, William Harris, b.A., 
LL.B. Cantab. 

Perring, John Robert 

Phaup, Joseph Millard 

Pickavance, Joseph 

Pickles, Arthur 

Radcliffe, Clifford Walter, B.A. 
Cantab. 

Read, Ralph Irving, B.A. Cantab. 

Rhodes, Herbert Harpham 

Roberts, Eric Frederick Cecil 

Robson, Norman Spottiswoode 

Rudge, Alfred George 
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Scott, William Allan Tompkins, Karl ' 
Sharman, John Charles Lancelot Webb, George Roderick 
Shadwell Weston, Arthur Reginald Astley 
Shelly, Charles Edgar Wild, Frederic James 
Slater, Thomas Weymark Williams, William Owen, LL.M. 
Smith, Alfred Thomas Liverpool 
Soddy, Leslie Wilson, Ernest Edward ; 
Spencer-Hogbin, Frederick Spencer, Winter, John George k rede1 ick 
B.A, Cantab. Wright, Geoffrey Francis 
Spiers, George Wright, Henry Herbert Sydney 
Strelitskie, David Louis Yates, Harold 
Thomas, Edwin Sydney 
No. of Candidates, 104; Passed, 80. 
By order of the Council, 
E. R. Cook, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 








Legal News. 


Honours and Appointments. 


The King has been graciously pleased to approve of the award of the 
Victoria Cross to Lance-Corporal Leonanp James Kerywortu, 24th 
Battalion, London Regiment (The Queen's), Territorial Force, for most 
conspicuous bravery at Givenchy on the night of 25th-26th May, 1915. 

After the successful assault on the German position by the 24th 
Battalion, London Regiment, efforts were made by that unit to 
follow up their success by a bomb-attack, during the progress ol 
which fifty-eight men out of a total of seventy-five became casualties 

During this very fierce encounter Lance-Corporal Keyworth stood 
fully exposed for two hours on the top of the enemy's parapet, 
and threw about 150 bombsamongst the Germans, who were only 
a few yards away. 

Mr. Keyworth is twenty-two, and at the time of his enlistment was a 
clerk in the insurance department of Messrs. Burton, Scorers, & White, 
solicitors, Lincoln. 

Sir Craup Scuvusrer has been appointed to be Clerk of the Crown 
in Chancery, in the room of Lord Muir Mackenzie, resigned. 

Mr. T. Howarp Detcurton, C.C., solicitor, of 90, Cannon-street, 
London, E.C., has been appointed by Mr. Sheriff-Elect Shead as his 
Under-Sheriff for the City of London during his year of office, 1915-1916 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Ernest Wittiam Bennett and Norman Nevite Mars, solicitors 
{Bennett & Marsh), Worthing, Sussex. June 30. 


Arraur Wuu1am Berney Drummonp and Avick Cavett Mutter, 
solicitors (Drummonds), 58, North-end, Croydon, Surrey. June ov. 
The practice will be carried on by the said Alick Cavell Mutter at the 
same address as above, under the style of Drummonds as before. 

Artuur Foster Grirrira, CHartes CuristorHer Davie, and CHARLES 
Swrrx, solicitors (Griffith, Davie & Smith), 47, Old Steyne, Brighton, 
and 37, Queen Victoria-street, London, E.C. May 29. 

[Gazette, July 2. 

Frank Turovore Rytanp and Hersert Henry Rytanp, solicitors 
(Ryland & Ryland), 13, Park-street, Windsor, in the county of Berks. 
July 5. [Gazette, July 6 





General. 


In the House of Lords on 30th June Lord Muir-Mackenzie, formerly 
Sir Kenneth Muir-Mackenzie, took the oath and signed the roll on his 
elevation to the peerage. His supporters were Lord Reading and Lord 
Cozens-Hardy. 

The Right Hon. John Francis Moriarty, P.C., of Stephens-green, 
Dublin, Lord Justice of Appeal in Ireland, and at one time successively 
Solicitor-General and Attorney-General for Ireland, left personal estate 


in the United Kingdom valued at £12,486, 


In the House of Commons on Wth June Mr. Asquith, in reply to Mr 
Anderson, said the rule laid down by Sir H. Campbell Bannerman 
and enforced for the past nine years, that no Minister of the Crown 
should act as director of a public company, applied to all members of 
the present Government. He added, in reply to supplementary ques 
tions, that the Prime Minister could impose any condition he pleased. 


The American Woollen Company, of Coleman-street, were summoned 
at Guildhall on Monday, at the instance of Mr. Theodore Roberts, for 
failing to forward to the registrar at Somerset House the particulars 
required by the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. Mr. Roberts 
asked that the summonses might be withdrawn. It was now quite 
clear, he said, that all that was necessary would have been done before 
but for the fact that the authorizing documents from America went 
down with The Lusitania. ‘Che Alderman allowed the summonses to be 
withdrawn. 





Mr. Charles Scott Dickson was installed as Lord Justice Clerk in 
the First Division Court room in Edinburgh on the Ist inst. After the 
oaths had been administered, the Lord Justice-General and President 
of the Court of Session (Lord Strathclyde) invited him to take his seat 


on the Bench under the title of Lord Scott Dickson, 
The Society of Dutch Mercantile Captains and Officers at Amsterdam 


has passed a resolution expressing indignation against German methods 
of naval warfare, especially as regards the destruction of defenceless 
merchant ships and non-combatants, and has sent to the Imperial 
Merchant Service Guild a vote of sympathy with its members and their 
relatives who have been victims of such attacks, particularly those in 
The Lusitania. 

Mr. Marshall Hall, K.C., in the name of the Bar, asked the Lord 
Chief Justice on Monday if he would consider whether it could be 
arranged that on Mondays the courts should sit at 10.30 a.m. instead of 
10.15. Mr. Marshall Hall pointed out that owing to the requirements 
of the military authorities the railway service was disorganized to some 
extent and letters were delivered late, and it was difficult to get to 
court in time. The Lord Chief Justice said that he would consider 
the matter. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, replying to Mr. Montague Barlow, who asked whether the 
Government were prepared to advance any compensation money to the 
survivors of Zhe Lusitania, with a view to its recovery from the 
German Government after the war, said :—His Majesty's Government 
cannot undertake to grant compensation from public funds to persons 
who suffer loss at sea owing to the action of the King’s enemies, but 
claims may be registered with the Claims Bureau at the Foreign Office. 

In the House of Lords on 3th June the Lord Chancellor, in moving 
the second reading of the Indictments Bill, said that a Joint Committee 

f both Houses, which had been reappointed from Session to Session for 
five years, was considering the consolidation of Bills relating to the 


riminal law. In the course of the Committee's work it was found 
that, if the consolidation of the criminal law was to proceed satisfac- 
torily, it was essential that there should be some alteration in criminal 


procedure. This Bill had been introduced for the purpose of meeting that 
want It provided that the procedure should be regulated by rules 
which were to be approved. These rules would be submitted to the 
Joint Committee, and if approved by them would form a code which 
would greatly simplify criminal procedure. After a short discussion 
the Bill was read a second time, and referred to the Joint Committee on 
Consolidation Bills 

The Vimes Paris correspondent, under date 5th July, says The 
Dacia’ s cargo has been dex lared a prize to be sold at auction ‘at Havre 
on 27th July The Vumes adds the following note :—The Dacia was 
seized by a French cruiser in the Channel on 28th February, while 
bound from Galveston to Rotterdam with a cargo of cotton, and was 
mducted to Brest. It will be remembered that after the outbreak of 


war the vessel was acquired from the Hamburg-Amerika Company by 
Mr. Breitung, an American citizen of German extraction, in order to 
earry cotton from Galveston to Hamburg under the American flag. 


At the time the Allies did not admit the transfer to be valid, and it was 
announced that if she put to sea and were captured the circumstances 


of her transfer would be tested in a Prize Court. In spite of the 
declaration that the ship would be seized, she left Galveston on 12th 
February for Rotterdam. A Commission which was appointed found 
that the seizure was valid, and submitted its report to the French 
Minister of Marine, who communicated it to the Prize Court. This 


Court was allowed some weeks in which to consider its decision. 


A sitting was held before Mr. Registrar Brougham in the Bankruptey 
Court on 2nd inst., says the Z'imes, for the public examination of 
Ernest Frederick Philbrick, of Marloes road, Kensington, against whose 
estate a receiving order was made on 5th May. The debtor, in answer 
to Mr. J. B. Knight, Assistant Official Receiver, said that he had served 
through the South African War, and was+now a captain in the 10th 
Lan ashire Fusiliers In 1911 his wife’s solicitor, Harold Crick 
absconded, and it was found that funds belonging to her invested in 
Consols and producing an income of £180 a year had disappeared. 





Lowest Rates for 
ANNUITIES, 


and better terms still in cases 

of impaired health. Assets UN LIFE 
£13,000,000, under _ strict e/ | 
Government Supervision, ( . 

“Sun Life of Canada” oO CANADA 


specialises in Annuities, and 
has many attractive forms which deserve the careful consideration of 





every legal adviser, 
Write for full particulars: 
J. F. JUNKIN (Manager), SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 
217, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 
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Crick was sole trustee of these funds. Crick also sold land in Canada 
belonging to him (the debtor) and appropriated the proceeds. In that 
way he lost £2,000. At the date of Crick’s disappearance six months’ 
interest was due to Mrs. Philbrick, and in anticipation of receiving it 
certain debts had been incurred. To meet those debts he was obliged 
to resort to moneylenders at the usual rates of interest. The examina- 
tion was concluded, a statement of the debtor’s affairs shewing liabilities 
£373 and assets £7, 








At University College the Quain Law Professor's prize in Inter- 
national Law has been awarded to M. T. Z. Tyau, for an essay on 
** Treaties of Guarantee : Their Form and the Obligations Under Them.”’ 








Roya Excwance Assvurance.—At a court of directors, held on 7th 
inst., John Edward Humphery, Esquire, was elected a director of the 
corporation. 





The directors of the London County and Westminster Bank (Limited) 
have declared an interim dividend of 9 per cent. for the half-year 
ended Wth June. The dividend, 9s. per share (less income-tax), will 
be payable on 3rd August. 


The directors of the London City and Midland Bank (Limited) 
announce an interim dividend for the past half-year at the rate of 
18 per cent. per annum, less income-tax, payable on 15th inst. 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“Oxford '’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Wrmt1am Baker & Co.—(Adst.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. JoYor, NEVILLE. 
Monday, July 12 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Charch Mr. Jolly Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...... 13 Jolly Farmer Borrer Bloxam 
Wednesday .. 4 Greswell Synge Gpeswell Farmer 
Thursday 16 Leach Jolly Synge Church 
=| ceccce 16 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Greswell 
Saturday 17 Goldschmidt Gresweil Bloxam Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
P Evn. SARGANT. ASTBURY. Youncsr. 
Monday, July 12 Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Greswell 
Tuesday ...... 13 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Church 
Wednesday .. lé4 Jolly Bloxam Church Leach 
Thursday ... 15 Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell Borrer 
OT coceee BW Goldschmidt Leach Jolly Synge 
Saturday .... 17 Farmer Charch Borrer Jolly 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales, 

ws | 14,—Mesgrs. Fernis & PUCKRIDGE, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rent 
(see ads ertis: ment, back page, July 8). 

July 15.— Messrs. Eowin Evans & Sone,at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page, July 3). 

July 19.—Messrs. TUCKETT, WEBSTER & Co., at the Mart ; Freehold Houses (see 
advertisement, back page, July 3) 

July 26.—Mesers. ReYNOLDS & Eason, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Bus'ness 
Premises (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


July 27.—Mesers. HAMPTON & Sons, at the Mart; Freehold Residence (see advertise- 
ment, back ; age, this week). 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette. —TUESDAY, June 29. 


Asia CAOUTCHOUC Trust, Lrp, (IN VOLUNTARY LiguIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before July 12, tosend their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to stephen P. Child, 36-37, Queen st, liquidator. 
CONSOL SYPHON FILLING Co, Lp.—Credivors are required, on or before Jaly 13, to 
their names and addresses, and the ulars of their debts or claims, to 
Dancag Frederick Basdeno, 33, 5t. Swithin’s liquidator. 
EDOUARD Fiscagr, Ltp, —Creditors are req on or befors July 25, to send their 
Dames and ad and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Charles 


Brown, 23, Budge row, liquidator. 








¥. H. Warp & Co, Ltd.—Creditors are required on or belore July 2, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jack Noel 
Godkin,10, De Montfort chmbrs, Horsefair st, Leicester, liquidator. 

FRELGATE INSTALLATION, Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 5, to sen! 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Arthur 
Gould West, 51, Market pl, Reading, liquidator. 

J. G. CLARKE, Ltp.—Creditors are require, on or before July 30, to send their names 
and addressees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Harry Hackett, 
44, Bedford row, liquidator. 

J W Grsson, Lrp.—Creditors are requirel, on or before July 31, to! send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Summerskill, 21, Victoria st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

James A Kino, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 30,to send their names 
and addresses, andthe particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Henry P. rtlock, 
54, New B.oad st, or Mr. George Graham Poppleton, 4, Charterhouse sq, 
liquidators. 

LovaHBOROUGH Darry Co, Ltp.—Credito 8 are ae, on or before July 2, to send 
th-ir names and addresses, and the particula’s of their debts and claims, to Jack Noel 
Godkin 20 Baxter gate, Loughbo _ liquidator. 

New Ou REFINING Process, Lrp. (In LiquipaTiIoN).—Creditors are requir d on or 
before July 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particul rs of their debts or 
claims, to Robert Alexander Murray, 175, West George st, Glasgow, liquidat_r. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRiDaY, Ju'y 2 


BovuLToN Macro, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 16, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Regina'd Guy Sid ‘ord 
20, John st, Adelphi liquidator. 

ELsTeRee BRICK AND TILE Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Aug 3, to their names addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to e Ernest Sendell, 36, Waibrook, liquidator. 

Friction CARs, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Edgar 
Corfield, Palfour House, Finsbury pvmt, liquidator. 

KNEEN & Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their claimsor debts, to James Summerskil! 
and John Charles Bolton, 21, Victoria st, Liverpool, liquidators. 

Lisscort & PHILiips, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lewis Arthur 
Colli s, 6/3, Claremont d, Surbiton, liquidator. 

LIVERPOOL AND CORNWALL STEAMSHIP Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug l4, to send theirnames and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, t» 
Arthur Henry Chalmers, 5, Fenwick st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

Masters, VENUS & Co, LTD.—Credito:s are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the psrticulars of thetr debts or claim. to Messrs, 
William Lethbridge, Willis Besant and James Kennelly, 7, Sondan rd, Battersea Park , 
liq aidators. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, June 29. 
Malcast Foundry, Ltd. 
Panama Syndicate, Ltd. 
Mumps Motor Co, Ltd. 
Silver & Sons, Ltd. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, July 2. 

Bridge Colour Co, Ltd. 
Cooke & Caffyns, Ltd. 
Adamsons & Land, Ltd. 


Baskerville Pres, Ltd. 

Imperia! Mechanical Calculators, Ltd, 
Wood, McMaster & Co, Ltd. 

Shirley Paper Co, Ltd. 


Albert Barker, Ltd. 
F. Palmer & Co, Ltd. 
Chi:kenley Heath Colliery Co, Ltd. 


Salvor, Ltd. B.G. M. Syndicate, Ltd 
Union Produce Co, Ltd. Linsco.t & Phillips, Ltd. 
Woolrich, Ltd 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, July 6. 


Cambridge Circus Cinematograph Theatre, Maersk Steam Shipping Co, Ltd. 
Ltd. Consolidated Oil Fields of South Africa, 
Ashton-under-Lyne (St. Mary's) Catholic Ltd. 
Club Ltd. Edward T. Robertson & Son, Ltd. 
T. Bilbrough, Ltd. Electrical Power Storage Co, Ltd. 
Reliable Boot Co, Ltd. Clapham Junction Cinematograph Theatre, 
George Crosland & 3ons, Ltd, b 
Central American Exploration Syndicate, Aluminium Patent Non-flux Solder, Ltd. 
Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 29. 


ADAMS, SARAH ELIzapETH, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Merchant July 21 Payne & 
Payne, Hull 

BALFouR, Ropert DRUMMOND, Welwyn, Herts Augi4 Budd & Co, Austin friars 

BLACK WELL, SOPHIA, Queen's rd, Wimb edon July 20 Ellis & Co, John st Bedford 
Tow 

BULL, EMILY, Elmstone rd, Fulham Aug9 Bower & Co, Breams bidgs 

Busi, ANNIB, Long Sutton, Lincoln Jilly 30 Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton 

as > EDMUND ALBERT, Eversley Cross, Southampton O:t1 Foster & Wells, Fleet, 
ants 

COATES, MARGARRT. Annitsford, Northumberland July 30 Mather & Dickinson, New 
castle upon Tyne 

CooKkE, WILLIAM, Friday st, Cheapside, Warehouseman July 29 Biddle & (0, 
Aldermanbury 

ee a PoTreR, Bournemouth, Merchant Aug 3 Mossop & Mossop 

olbea: 

CROSSLAND, JAMES, Nottingham, Farmer Aug 21 Arthur Chouler, Nottingham, 
Auctioneer, or Herbert Walter Bull, Herbert rd, Nottingham 

DALTON, JANE, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer July 28 Darnell & Price, North- 
ampton 

peowess, Laanene, Percy circus, King’s Cross July 31 Benjamin & Cohen, College 
i} 

GARDENER, ELLEN ELIZABETH, Alpheton, Suffolk July 31 Steed & Steed, Sudbury 

Gorren, JULIA, Reedham, Norfolk July 31 Daynes & Co, Norwich 

HzveH, Commander Jous GzoreR, RN, Cheyne ct, Chelaza Augll Birkbeck & Co, 
Copthall av 

HILTON, ANNA Louisa, Kingstown. Dublin July 30 Fielding & Son, Dover 

HORNER, MARY, Bexley Heath, Kent Aug 7 Devonshire & Co, Frederick's pl, 0.¢ 


Jewry 
mvenaan, WHLLSAM, Wymeswold, Leicester, Farmer July 15 Slater & Brunton, Lough- 
oroug: 
JOHNSON, ALFRED Morris, Guildford, Builder Aug5 Mellersh, Godalming 
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Law, Ropent, Cleckheaton, Yorks Farmer July 14 Cadman & Co, Cleckheaton 

LgorD, HANNAH, Rusho!lme, Manchester July 30 Lambert & Smith, Manchester 

MACDONALD, MaRGsReT, Bowdon, Chester Aug6 Nicholls & Co, Altrincham 

MaTHEWS, ALFRED Hewky, Rock Ferry, Uheshire Aug 1 Forwood & Williams, Liver- 
1 


MATTEEWs, Locy ANNE, Nottingham July 15 Masser & Co, Nottingham 
Mito, ANNE, Rock Ferry, Cheshire Aur 1 Forwood & Williams, Liverpool 


MONKLAND, Francis Groner, York gate, Regent's Park, Solicitor July 31 Devonshire 
& Oo, } 


Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

Perey. JOHN RICHARD, Seaforth, Lancs, Ship Steward July 16 Gregson & Sharman, 
Liverpool 

perri?, HELEN, Dover Aug 5 Mowli & Mow!l!, Dover 

PHILLIPS, ANNE, Chepstow, Mon July 26 Morgan & Co, Chepstow 

Perr, CONSTANCE MARY. Cromwell gdns, South Kensington July 26 Kirby & Co, The 
Sanctuary, We:tminster 

Ramsporrom, Jouy, Chesham, Bury, Lancs July 19 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

BaTAUD, PAUL ALFRED, Chesterton and Hanley, St ffs, Ceramic Transfer Manufacturer 
Augil0 Sword & Son, Hanley 

ScHULZ®, PAUL Guipo, West Didsbury, Manchester, Merchant July 30 Boote & Co, 
Manchester 

Sucker, Louisa MARY, Babbacombe, Devon Aug i2 Pennington & Son, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

SKINNER, WILLIAM, Nottingham July 31 Freeth & Co, Nottingham 

SurTH, AGNES, Cherry Orchard, Woreester Augil4 March, Worcester 

SPOONER, ALLEN, Fleet, Southampton Oct 1 Foster & Wells, Fleet Hants 

TritTon, ALAN GEORGE, Pall Mall July 30 Ruse! & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

TritTON, VINCENT Biscor, Sunningdale, Berks July 31 Jonson & Co, College hill 

TURNER, RICHARD, Twickenhem July 24 Fowler & Co, Bedfo d :ow 

WALSHAM, JAMES, Geiney, Linco'n, Farmer Aug 3 Morsop & Moszop, Holbeach 

WARD CYRIL GILBERT, Cante:bory Augi4 Williams, Broad tair: 

WAREING (o> WARING), ELIZABETH, Leyland, Lancs Aug24 Douglas Houstoun, Duchy 
of Lancaster Office, London 

WEDDLE, fornia, St Paul's av, Willesden Green July 31 Tatham & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 

WILLIAMS, EDWARD BICKERTON, Dorridge, Warwick, Land Agent July 24 Williams & 
Son, Birmingham 

Wirt, WILLIAM, Chilton, nr Ramsgate July 31 Lyell & Betenson, Lloyd's avy 

Woopman, Henry Deacon, Reading Aug 2 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 


Last DAY or CLAIm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, July 2. 


ALLNUTT, ELIZA Jane, Button July 31 Emanuel & Simmonds, Fins bury sq 

BaRKER, MARTHA, Cariton, nr Nottingham Augi1 Morton, Nottingham 

BaTES, ALFRED NAUNTON, Leicester July 31 Norton & Co, Old Broad st 

BLAND, Josura, Walsall, Bridle Catter July 31 Miller, Wa! all 

BUCKLEY, Lewis, Southport, Mill Furnisher July 31 Innes, Manchester 

CARTER, GeonGR EooinTon, Olton, Warwick July 3: Rankin & Miller, West 
Bromwich 

CRABTREE. Betty, Mytholmroyd, Yorks Augi2 Blomley & Son, Todmorden 

CURRIER, FRANCIS EDWARD, Moseley. Birmingham Augi0 Clarke & Co Birminzham 

DELL, THOMAS, Princes Risborough, Bucks Auz4 Clarke & Son, High Wycombe 

pe ZUccATO, FLORA ELIZABETH, St Peter's sq, Hammersmith Aug 2 Downer & John 
son, Salisbury House, London Wall 

DRINCQBIER, ADOLPE, Brighton July31 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 

FEETHAM, CAROLINE, Feltwell New Fen, Norfolk July 31 Archer & Archer, Ely, 

bridgeshire 


GARDNER, WILLIAM Henry, Avondale rd, Palmers Green July 31 Miller & Co Copt- 
ball av 
Greson, MARY ALIcR, Norbury, Surrey Ang 9 Farrer & Co, Linco’n’s inn fields 
GLASER, JOHANN CARL, Haverstcck bill, Hempstead J: ly 31 Dod & Co, Burners st 
Happock, WILLIAM, Brixton rd, Wine Merchant Aug 16 Gow ng, Finsbury pymt 
HANSEN, Hans CHRISTIAN, Fertdale rd, Clapham July 2 Mcckrell & Ward, 
Wa lbrook 
HARRISON, WILLIAM, Sheffeld, Driper Aug 1 Smith & Co, theMeld 
HAWES FREDERICK JostaH. Farlham grove, Wood Gren Aug 8 Hulbert & Co, 
Broad Street b dgs, Liverp: ol st 
| Hiearns, WILLIAM VALENTINE, Mine ng In July $81 Gasquet & Co, Great Tc wer et 
Hoop, JAN®, Nuneaton July 31 Frock & Co, Nuneaton 
JENKINS, MARIA CATHERINE, Chariton Hill, nr Wroxeter, Salop Aug® Peele & Co, 
Shrewsbury 
| Jones, ARTHUR FRANCIS, and EMILY ANN JONES, Cranleigh Common, Surrey July $1 
Capron & Sparkes, Guildford 
Kane, Capt JonN Francis ALorsius, Byfleet, Surrey Augl B & F Tolhurst, Graves- 
end 


Lane, ANN JOSEPHINE, Camberley, Surrey Aug 10 —— & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 
LAWRENCE, FREDERICK AUoustTvs, Chiswick July 31 Finnis & Co, High rd, Chiswick 
LE Breton, Lucy, Grafton sq,Clapham Aug7 Janion & Hall, Manchester 
LOARING, ALFRED, Lewisham, Kent Aug 6 Howard & Shelton, Lincoln Hou e, 
Fore st 

MaccuLLocu, James, Oakley sq Sept 1 Walker & Orr, Glasgow 

MARTIN, ALBERT JOBN, Killicser av, Streatham Hill July 31 Rivers & Milne, Grace 
church st 

MorRLEY, Ropert Jonny, Stapleford, Cambridge July 31 Frances & Co, Cambridge 

OSWELL, MARTHA, Wood Vale, Lordship In July 21 Williams, Exmouth 

PARRY, SARAH, Cwmdu, Brecon Aug7 Vaughan, Crickhowell 

PERKINS, EDWARD CRANCH, Milton, Norfolk, Massachusetts USA July 27 Withers & Co, 
Arundel st 

POPPLISTONE, SAMUEL, Plymouth July 29 Howard, Plymouth 

PRESS, EDWARD ALBERT, Edingthorpe, North Walsham, Norfolk July 31 Sadd & 
Bacon, Norwich 

Rumsey, Rev Lacy HENRY, Lianstadwel!, Pembroke July 28 Ha!l, Wolverhampton 

SALISBURY, MARGARET, Belsize pk, Hampstead July3i Mason, Finsbory pymt 

SATCHFLL, GeorGR, Rugby, Aug? Seabroke & Son, Rugby 

Scort, Rev Groras JoHNsoN, Swanage, Dorset Augili Beaumont & Son, Cog eshal! 

SEABROOK. DAVID, Aston, Tring, Bucks, License] Victualler Augl0 Newton & Calcott, 
Leighton Buzzard 

Simmons, EMMA, Bournemouth July 25 J & W 8 Druitt, Bournemouth 

SIMMONS. JANE, Bournemouth July 25 J & W H Druitt, Bournemouth 

SMITH, EDMUND ARTHUR, Sevenoaks, Kent, 8 ockbroker Aug 4 Mathews & Co, 

| Cennon st 

SMITH, ROBERT, Kingston upon Hull, Yeast Merchant July 20 Jordeacn, Hull 

Suite, WriLuraM, Norfolk rd. Dal-ton Aug9 Wright, Frederick's p), Old Jewry 

| STRATFORD, ERNEST, MRCS, LRCP, Wellington College Station, Berks July 16 

| Hudson & Co, Queen Victoria st 

| SuMSeR, HANNAH, Hyde, Chester July 31 Bostock, Hyde 

TATHAM, TREVOR STANLEY HoposoN, late a Lieutenant inthe Royal Navy Aug 3 

Druces & Attlee, Bil'iter sq 
UnswortH WALKER, Choriton upon Medlock, Manchester Aug 10 Lawson & Co, 
| Manchester 

VALINTINE, BERTHA, Salisbury, Wilts Augl4 Mead-King & Co, Bristol 

VErTon, EMMI, Helmet row, Old st July 30 Singleton, Essex st, Strand 

Wuirts, Epwiy, Cowes, Isle of Wight July5 Carn, Kingsten on Thames 

| WILLIS, ELEANOR, Southgate gr, Dalston July 31 Miller & Co, Copthall av 
WINDHAM, Lieut Col Josgrm CHARLES SMITH, July31 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, June 25. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Knaresborough, Yorks, Joiner July 
2ati2 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough | 

Attwoop, WILLIAM Henry, Bellenden rd, Peckham, , 
Butcher July 6at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


tens Hotel, Bideford 
HILLs, Mary, Margate Jul 
Castle st, Canterbury 


Bridge rd 


BAMLET, WILLIAM HENRY, Westcliff on sea, Essex July MAIN, JaMES, Birmingham,Grocer July 5 at 12 Ruskin 


6at 11.30 14, Bedford row chmbrs, 191, Corporation 


BEeppIseTon, HENRY FRAncrIs, Broad st, Golden sq, 
Woollen Warehouseman July 6 at 1 Bankruptcy 


Woman July 7 at 2.30 


Brick, ALBERT E, Hanover sq July 6 at 11.30 Bank- hee 
wic 


ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


MoRAN, FRANK, Whetstone, Herts, Pugilist July 5 at | 
11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
bidgs, Carey st NASH, MIRIAM RATCLIFFE, Clacton on Sea, Married | 


Cox, Jonny, Birmingham, Fancy Dealer July Sat 12.80,, WADLEY, Horace, Deal, Kent, Baker July 7at12 Shire 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham | 
DALE, JosEPH, Abbotsham, Devon July 5 at 3.45 Tan- 


Hall, Chelmsford 
WHITHAM, JULIA, Margate July 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 68, 
| Castle st, Canterbury 
y 2at 1115 Off Rec, 684,| WILLIams, Davip, Clydach Vale, Glam, Fruiterer July 8 
atll.i5 Of Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Cath- 


LATTER, PHILLIP WALTER, Upper Richmond rd, Putney,| _ rine st, Pontypridd 
China Dealer July5at12 132, York rd, Westminster | W!L(1AMs, JoHy, Darlington, Schoo! Proprietor July 2 at 


1:.30 Of Rec, Court ,chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 


t, B t 
a ADJUDICATIONS. 


ATTwoop, WILLIAM Hewry, Belenden rd, Peckham 
n | Butcher High Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Off Rec, 36, Princess st, I;s- | Bookiess, DAVip, Middlesbrough, Sports Outfitter 
MiMilesbrough Pet June 21 Ord June 21 


BritisH Toy Co, Wardeur st, Toy Manu’sctarers July 5 | RINTOUL, ALBERT WILSON Faper, Leeds, Tailor July 5 | Brown, WALTER, Leicester, Stonemason Leicester Pet 


at ll Off Rec, 24, Bond 


Bank itey bid, Carey st 
~ By A Rovon, AMY FLORENCE, Hol 


Burt, FREDERICK James, Delaware mans, Maida Vale, 
Estate Agent July 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs 
Carey st 

Coates, Henry Topp, Manningham, Bradford, Joiner 
July 5 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st | 
SALE, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Gray's lun rd, Shop Assistant | CampneLL, ALAN URQUHART, Berkel t, Piccadil! 
July 7at12 Baokraptcy bidg:, Carey st . ( = med 


SHERVIL, JOHN, Teddington, Middix, Builder July 5 at | Corton, WILLIAM Jony, King’s Heath, Worcester, Baker 
Corron, WILLIAM JOHN, King’s Heath, Worcester, Baker 1230 182, York rd. Westminster Bridge rd 


st, Leeds — = June 7 Ord June 23 

land rd, Kensington July7| Burrows, WILLIAM ARTHUR AGER, Derby, Engineer 
Derby Pet June2l Ord June 21 

High Court Pet April 8 Ord June 22 


Birmingham Pet Fone 4 Ord June 22 


Jaly 6 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 19], Corporation st, | SNow, JoszpH Rogers, Leicester, General ler July 2 | Cox, JouN, Birmingham, Fancy Dealer Birmingham Pet 
Birmingham at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester June 21 Ord June 21 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages 
4pplicatioa. 


of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in co 


nnection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY *#OR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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Crow®, ALEXANDER, Northampton, Dental Operator | 
Northampton Pet Jane 22 Ord June 22 

DAVIES, ALFRED CHARLES, Paternoster sq High Court | 
Pet May 6 Ord Jane 23 

Davirs, Joun, Bradley, Staffs, 
Wolverhampton Pet May 23 

Easton, Exxest Ropert, Ludham, 
Norwich Pet June2t Ord June 21 

Huis, MARy,i Margate Canterbury Pet June ls Ord | 
June % | 

HUXTABLE, CHARLES FREDERICK, Pinhoe, Devon, Farmer 
Exeter Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Jones, EDWARD ARTHUR, and RICHARD OWEN ROBERTS, 
Carnarvon, Builders Bangor Pet April 22 Ord 
June 22 

Kina, J T HALPIN, Dartmouth, Devon 
May 7 Ord June 22 

LATTER, PHILLir WALTER, Upper Richmond rd, Putney 
China Dealer Wandsworth Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

RINTOUL, ALBERT WILSON Farner, Leels, Tailor Leeds | 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Roven, AMY FLorexce, Holland rd, Kensington 
Court Pet June 21 Ord June 23 

SALB, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Gray's inn rd, Shop Assistant 
High Court Pet June 23 Ord June 2% 

SuaimpTos, Lavra, Banbury, Oxford, Widow 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

SMALL, JOHN CLARKE, Ludlow, Silop, Batcher 
ter Pet June3 Ord June 23 

Snow, JoserH Rogers, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet June ?%l Ord June 2% 

SULLIVAN, PATRICK COLUMBCILLE, High Holborn, Tailor 
High Court Pet May 21 Ord June 22 

TaYior, James THomas, New Mills, Derbyshire, Calic» 
Printw >*ks Lida Stockport PetJune 22 Ord 
June 22 

WaALker, WILLIAM RAYMOND, Maivera Wells, Worcester - 
shire, Batcher Worcester Pet Jane 21 Ord June 21 

WILLIAMS, DAVID, Clydach Vale, Glam, Fruiterer Ponty 
pridd Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Winerove, CHARLES, Stibbngton, Hunts, 
Peterborough Pet Jane 22 Ord June 22 


Colliery 
Ord June 23 
Norfolk, 


Proprietor 
Baker 


Plymonth Pet 


High | 


Banbury 
Leomins 


General Dealer 


Batcher 


London Gazet te—ToRspay, June 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ARMSTRONG, Ror, Clifton, Ashborne, Derby 
Trent Pet June8 Ord June 2% 

Asner, Jonn THOMAS, Shoreham, Sussex 
May 17 Ord June 10 

Bist, HORATIO VIVIAN, Irchester, Northampton, Licensed 
Victualler Northampton Pet Jane%5 Ord June 25 

DORRINGTOS, CHARLES, Takeley, Resex, Farmer Cheims 
ford Pet Jane 25 Ord June 25 

FRANKISH, TOM, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner Kingston 
upon Hull Pet June 25 Ord June 2% 

Forr, WILLIAM, Wombwell, Yorks, Colliery Surface 
Worker Sheffield Pet Jane 2s Ord June v4 
Gowez & Co, Liverpool, Fruit Importers Liverpool 

Jane7 Ord Jane % 

HARDY, ROLAND CARMICHARL, 
Advertising Agent High Court 
Jane 2 

Hit, J., West Ealing, Dairyman 
2 Ord Jane % 

HoRSRY, CAROLINE ELIZABETH, Dorset sq 
Pet Mari2 Ord June % 

Jounson, Tom, and Evas Tyomas LiorpD, Neath, Grocers 
Neath Pet June % Ord June 24 

MiLis, Joun WILLIAM, Oldham, Painter a d Decorator 
Oldham Pet June 24 Ord Jane 2 

PARRY, SAMUEL TAYLOR, Chester, Engineer Chester 
June 15 Ord June 25 

SMITH, Enwin Marniorr, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace Manu- 
facturer Derby PetJunel0 Ord June 2% 

SurrH, Col W Arromison, Sutherland av, Maida Vale 
High Court Pet AprilS Ord June 24 

THURTLE, Rontat Henry, jun, Great Yarmonth, J ob- 
master Great Yarmouth Pet June ?5 Ord June 25 

Truss, Henry Avstin, High rd, Tottenham, Licensed 
Victualler Edmo.ton Pet June 2s Ord June 2 

WILLtaMs, Joun Henry, Liandudno, Butcher Bangor 
Pet Jane 2% Ord June 25 

Witttams, THomAs, Aberdare, Wholesale 
Factor Aberdare Pet June ® Ord June % 

WILLIAMS, WALTER TRELIVING, Manchester, 
Manchester Pet June 26 Ord June 25 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asusy, JouN THOMAS, Shoreham, Sussex 
124, Mariborough pl, Brighton 

BEVA', RICHARD & SIDNEY BEYAN, Neath, Tobacc n‘sts 
July Gat 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary s 


Burton on 


Brighton Pet 


-Pet 


Fleet 
24 


Poppin's ct, 
Pet June 


at, 
Ord 


High Court Pet May 


High Court 


Pet 


General 


Surgeon 


July 8 at 3 


nsea 

BOOKLESS, DAVID, Middlesbrough, Sports Outfitter July 
6 at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middiles- 
brough 

Burrows, WILLIAM ARTHUR AGER, Derby, Engineer July 
6at 11.30 Off Rec, 12, St Peter's churchyard, Derby 

CROWE, ALEXANDER, Northampton, Dental Operator 
July 6 atl2 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Dopar, Morten, Sale, Cheshire, Pharmacist July 7 at 
3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

EasTor, Exnest Ropert, Ludham, Norfolk,Baker July 6 
at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

FRANKISH, Tom, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner 
11.30 
Haul 

GoLpspRroven, LypIé, Middlesbrough July 6 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

HARDY, ROLAND CARMICHAEL, Poppin’s ct, Fleet st 
Advertising Agent July 8 at 1 Fankruptcy b dgs 
Carey st 

Hit, J, West Ealing, Dairyman Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HORSEY, CAROLINE ELIZABETH, Dorset sq July 8 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


“ July 9 at 
Off Rec, York City, Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 


July 8 at 12 


HUXTABLE, CHARLES FREDERICK, Pinhoe Devon, Farmer | KITCHING, 


July 8 at 11.45 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 


| Suira, Col W Arrcntison, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


MERRICK, JouN, Leigh, Lanes, Builder July7at3 Off 
Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

MILLS, Jonn WILLIAM, Oldham, Painter Ju'y 8 at3 Off 
Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

OAK-RHIND, ARTHUR HooartH, B-xhill on Sea July 6 at 
12 124, Marlborough p', Brighton 

RALLI, MICHEL CoONSTANTINE, Liverpool July 7 at 12 
Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

RILey, Henry, Burnley, Draper Ju'y 8 at 11 Off Rec, 


13, Winckley st, Preston 

Rooker, Josiam James, Hockley Hill, Birmingham, 
Jeweller July 7 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 
po ation st, Birmingham 

Simmons, Rosert Puitir, Cheltenham, Toy and Fancy 
Goods Dealer July 6 at 3.30 County C art bidgs, 
Cheite ham 


| SMALL JonuN CLARKE, Ludlow, Salop, Butcher July 6 at 


3.15 The Feathers Hotel, Ludlow 

Sutherland av, 
July 7at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

TAYLOR, JAMES THOMAS, New Mills, Derbyshire, Calico 
Printworks Labourer July 6 at 11 Off Rec, Castle 
chuobrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockp rt 

TILDES“.BY, JouN MARSTON, Willenhel!, Staffs, Bailde- 
July 8 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolver- 
hampton 

Trums, Henry Avstiy, High rd, Tottenham, Licensed 
Victualler Ju'y 8 at 11.30 14, Bedford row 

WADE, EpGaArR THoMAS, Bristol, Baker July 7 at 11.30 
Off Rec. 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

WALKER, WILLIAM RAYMOND, Malvern Wells, Worcester- 
shire, Butcher July 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copen- 
hagen st, Worcester 

WILLIAMS, THOMAS, Aberdare, Wholesale General Factor 
Jaly 9 at 1130 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

WINGROVE, CHARLES, Stibbington, Hunts, Butcher July 
9at 1045 Law courts, Peterbo-ough 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Bint, Horatio Vivtan I chester, Northampton, Licensed 
V ctuslier Northampton Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

BoTr, FREDERICK JAMES, Delaware mans, Maida Vale, 
Estate Agent Hig:iCourt Pet Mar 5 Ord June 25 

CoaTEs, Henry Topp, Manningham, Bradford, Juine: 
Bradford Pet June7 Ord June 24 

DORRINGTON, CHARLES, Takeley, Essex, Farmer Chelms- 
ford Pet June25 Ord June 25 

DRAPYEN, CHARLES Henry, Half Mo n st, Piccadilly 
High Court Pet Jan13 Ord June 25 

FRANKISH, Tom, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner 
upon Hull PetJune 25 Ord June 25 

FREEDMAN, RevneN, Oxford st, Tobacco Dealer 
Court Pet May 12 Ord June 25 

Forr. WILLIAM, Wombwell, Yorks, Colliery Surface 
Worker Sheffield Pet June24 Ord June 24 

GILurss, Grorrrey, Whiteha!! ct Hich Court 
mari Ord Jnne 25 

HARDY, ROLAND CARMICHAEL, Poppin's ct, Fleet st, 
Advertising Agent High Court Pet June24 Ord 
June 24 

HELBERT, HERPERT HASIL, Clarendon ct, 
High Court Pet April Ord June 25 

Jonson, Tom, and Evan, THOMAS LLOYD, Neath, Grocers 
Neath Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

MILLS, JOHN WILLIAM. Oldham, Painter Oldham Pet 
June 2s Ord June 2&4 

Rooker, Jostan JAMES, Birmingham, Jeweller Birming- 
bam Pet June4 Ord June 25 

SHERVILL, Jonn, Teddington, Builder 
Pet June 21 Ord June 24 

THURTLE, Rosert HeNary, jun, Great Yarmouth, Job 
Master Great Yarmouth Pet June 25 Ord June % 

TILDESLEY, JOHN MARSTON, Willenhall, Staffs, Bui'der 
Wolverhiumpton Pet June2 Ord June 25 

Trums HewRy AUSTIN, High rd, Tottenham, Licensed 
Victualler Edmonton PetJane®% Ord June % 

TooTH, REGINALD ASHLEY ALLEN, Fulham rd, Dent st 
High Court Pet May 17 Ord June 26 

VAN RovYEN, STEPHANUS, Water In 
May 10 Ord Jane 25 

WILLIAMS, JonN Henry, Lian fudno, 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

WILLIAMS, THomASs, Aberdare Wholesale Genera! Factor 
Aberdare Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

WILLIAMS, WALTER TRELIVING, Manchester, 
Manchester Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


ADJU DICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Pert, Sir Ropert, Tamworth, Staffs, Baronet High 
Court Ord April 16 Adjud April16 Annul June 22 


Maida ‘ale 


Kin pston 
High 


Pet 


Maila Vale, 


Kingston, Surrey 


High Court Pet 


Butcher Bangor 


Surgeon 


Léndon Gazetie.—F ripay, July 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BouLT, JouN, and Jonn Huan Bout, Chester, Electricians 
Chester Pet Jane 2s Ord June 28 

BREWINS, WILLIAM BENNITT, Stourbridge 
Stourbridge Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

BUCKLEY, WALTER, Redcar, York, Grocer Middlesbrough 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

CANTOR, Lovurs, Southend on Sea, Commercial Travel er 
Chelmsford Pet Augi3 Ord June 30 

CLowEs, EDWARD HEATHFIELD, Roland gdns. South Ken- 
sington High Court Pet Mayi8 Ord June 29 

COPELAND, ABRAHAM Lewis, Broughton, Salford, Music 
Publisher falford Pet June 15 Ord Jare 290 

Downy, JOSEPH MICHAEL, Crouch End, Sorter High 
Court Pet June 29 Ord June 2 

HAMMOND, WILLIAM THOMAS, Deene, Northampton, Baker 
Peterborough Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Jerrerizs, Louis Henry, Blaina, Mon, Boot Repairer 
Tredegar Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Jurrs, CAMERON, Porthcaw!, Glam, Butter and Cheese 
Importer Cardiff Pet June 7 Ord June 25 

JELLEY, Henry Percy, High st, Homerton, Doctor 
High Court Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

HARRY, Coatham, Redcar. 

W'‘dlesbrough Pet June29 Ord June 29 


Bookseller 





Yorks, Plamber | 


KSELL, Henry, Canterbury, Boo: maker Canterbury Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

LAID, ALFRED JosEry, Burnley, Plumber 
June 2 Ord June 29 

LAMMING, WALTER Francis, Great Grimsby, Fish Mer- 
chants Clerk Great Grimsby Pet June 29 Ord 
June .9 

LANGDON, DAVID, Bedlinog, Glam, General Dealer Mer 
thyr Tydfil P-tJune 28 Ord June 23 

PRITCHARD, WILLIAM JAMES, Batheaston, nr Bath, Farmer 
Bath Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

RoperRTs, GEoRGE, Brighton, Coal Mer hant 
Surrey Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

ROBE&TS, THOMAS LLOYD, Hoe st, W ithamstow, Drap:r 
Hig Court Pet June 22 Ord June 23 

ROBINS, EpwIn CHARLES, Torquay, Cabinet Maker Exeter 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

ScoTcHER, JOHN ADAMS, Bury 8t Edmunds, Gunmaker 
Bury St Zdmunds Pet June ?8 Ord June 2s 

SLATER, RONALD, Manchester, Hosier Moenchester Pet 

Falmouth 


Burnley Pet 


Kir gston 


June 28 Ord June 28 

Tyzer, MARY ELIZABETH ROSINA ELLEN, 
Truro Pet June29 Ord June 29 

WALKER, WILLIAM, Blackpool Blackpool 
+d June 30 

WALLEN, 8,*Abercarn, Draper 
19 Ord Jane 28 

WARDLEY, GeOoRGE WILLIAM, Bridlington 
Scarborough Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

WIBBERLEY, JosEPH, and WILLIAM HENRY Hopsos, 
Chorito: on Medlock, Manchester, Shop Fitters 
Manchester Pe* Jane28 Ord June 28 

YORKER, JOSEPH, Scarborough, Coachbuilder Scart orongh 
Pet Jun: 3) Ord June 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bint, HORATIO VIVIAN, Irchester, Northampton, Licensed 
Victualler July 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, The Parade, 
Northampton 

BUCKLEY, WALTE&R, Coatham, Redcar, Yorks, Grocer 
July 9at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Alb rt rd, 
Middlesbrough 


CLOWES, EDWARD HEATHFIELD, 
Kensington July 12 at 11 
Carey st 

DORRINGTON, CHARLES, Takeley, Easex, Farmer July 18 
at 12 14, ford row 

Dowsk8Y, JOSEPH MICHARL, Crouch End, Sorter 
ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ForR, WILLIAM, Wombwell, Yorks, Colliery Surface 
Worker July 9ati2 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

JELLEY, HENRY Percy, High st, H merton, Doctor July 
13 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PALMER, JOHN THOMAS SWINDALL, Nottingham, Fish 
Saleama: Ju'y 12 at3 Off Rec, 4, Ca tle p , Pa k at, 
Nottinzham 

Roperts, Georck, Fat M Jesey, Surrey, Coal Merchant 
Ju'y 9at 12.30 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

ROBERTS, THOMAS LLOYD, Hoe st, Walthamsetow, Draper 
Juy !2at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Rosins, EvWIN CHARLES, Torquay, Cab net Maker July 12 
at11.45 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

SHRIMPTON, LAURA, Banbury, Oxford July 9 t 12 
Aldate’s, Oxford 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Boutt, Jouy, and, Joun HuGu Bout, Chester, Electri- 
clans Chester PetJune 28 Ord June 3) 

BREWINS, WILLAM BENNITT, Stourbridge, Worcestershire, 
Pookseller Stourbridge Pet June 28 Ord June ?8 

BUCKLEY, WALTER, Coatham, Redcar, Grocer Middies- 
brough Pet June 28 Ord June 2s 

DOWNEY, JOSEPH MICHARL, Crouch End, 
Court Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

HAMMOND, WILLIAM THOMAS, Deene, Northam) ton, 
Baker Peterborough Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

JEFFERIES, LovIS HENRY, Blaina, Boot Repairer lredegar 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

JEFFS, CAMERON, Porthcawl! G'am, Butter and 
Importer Cardiff Pet June7 Ord June 29 

JeLLeY, HENRY Percy, High st, Homerton, Doctor High 
Court Pet June 28 Ord Jane 23 

KITCHING, HARRY, Coatham, R-dcear, Yorks, Plumber 
Middlesbrough Pet June 29 Urd June 29 

KNELL, HENRY, Canterbury, Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

LAID, ALFRED JosEPH, Burnley, Plumber 
Juve 29 Ord June 29 

LAMMING, WALTER FRANCIS, Great Grimsby, Fisn Mer- 
ehant'’s Clerk Great Grimsby Pet June 29 Ord 
June 29 

Lanapon, Davip, Bedlinog, Glam, General 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet June x8 Ord June 28 

MERRICK, JOHN, Leigh, Lanz, Builder Bolton 
4 Ord June 30 

PARRY, SAMUEL TAYLOR, Chester, Engineer 
Pet June 15 Ord June 29 

PHILBRICK, ERNEST FREDERICK, Marloes rd, Kensington 
High Court Pet Mari8 Ord June 30 

PRITCHARD, WILLIAM JAMES, Batheaston, nr Bath, Farmer 
Bath PetJune30 Ord June 30 

RoBERts, THOMAS LLOYD, Hoe st, Walthamstow, Draper 
High Court PetJune 22 Ord June 29 

Ropins, EDWIN CHARLES, Torquay, Cabinet Maker 
Exeter Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

SCOTCHER, JoHN ADAMS, Bury St Edmunds, Gun Maker 
Bury St Edmunds PetJune 28 Ord June 25 

SmitH, EDWIN MARRIOTT,S Long Eaton, Derby, Lace 
Manufacturer Derby Pet June 10 OrdJune26 

SPECTERMAN, MARKS,Commercial rd, Property Owner 

High Court Pet May 26 Ord June 30 

Trzer, MARY ELIZABETH RostNa ELLEN, 
Truro Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

WARDLEY, GEORGE WILLIAM, Bridlington, 
Scarborough Pet June 30 Ord'June 30 

WIBBERLEY, JosErH, and WILLIAM HENRY 
Choriton on Medlock, Manchester, Shop 
Manchester Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

YORKE, JOSEPH, Scarbo ough, Coach Bui'der Scarborough 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 


Pet Jane 4 


Newport, Mon Pet June 


Stationer 


Roland gdns, South 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 


July 12 


1, St. 


So ter High 


Cheese 


jurniey Pet 


Dealer 
Pet June 


Chester 


Falmouth 
Stationer 


Horsoy, 
Fitcers 














